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WHAT 
WE 


THINK 


on the month’s news. 


Shame of a 
once-proud nation 

It: is appropriate to begin this month’s 
commentary by saying a few words on the 
matter of pride. 

Pride, like so many other things, can be 
subject to abuse and excess. Nevertheless, it 
remains the virtue that is essential to the 
self-respect and moral backbone of indiv- 
iduals as well as of nations. Between these, 
army regiments, warship crews, sports 
teams, companies, schools, counties, towns, 
villages and families have to have pride in 
some good measure if standards are to be 
maintained. 

Throughout their long history, the British 
people have, as a general rule, been poss- 
essed of a strong and healthy national pride. 
Had it been otherwise, they would long ago 
have gone under. In the citizens of Eliza- 
bethan England there was great pride. 
Among Britons of the Victorian era there 
was pride in the highest degree. Not every- 
thing about that era was perfect; many 
members of the population were condemned 


to live in appalling poverty — mainly 
because the ruling classes of the time, like 
their modern successors, worshipped at the 
altar of free trade and economic liberalism. 
Despite this and other social imperfections, 
however, the. humblest subject of the Old 
Queen was not lacking in pride — of 
country, race and Empire as well as of self. 
And British Governments, with all their 
undoubted shortcomings, could generally be 
relied upon to maintain the pride and honour 
of Britain in their dealings with the world 
beyond. 

We were reminded last month of how 


_ much all this has changed when we beheld 


the antics of our political leaders as they 
awaited the visit to this country of US 
President Clinton, and the way in which, on 
his arrival, they lent themselves, without 
apparent qualm or protest, to the ludicrous 
charade in which he made his dramatic 
appearance in Northern Ireland as saviour 
and ‘peacemaker’. Here is a man who in 
any sane world would have been recognised 
as the nonentity he so obviously is, but who 
in the crazy and corrupt whorehouse of con- 
temporary American politics somehow 
manages to get himself elevated to his 
country’s highest office — principally by the 
device of buying every lobby and kissing 
every backside necessary in the squalid 
wheeling and dealing required in pursuit of 
that prize. 

His visit to Ulster was quite obviously a 
cynical stunt put on to impress the Irish 
voters in the United States, whose goodwill 
he calculates he is going to need in the next 
presidential election. This apart, Clinton, 
like every democratic ‘leader’ incapable of 
solving the problems on his own home front 
(and his are of a magnitude that stuns the 
imagination), feels bound to compensate by 
strutting the international stage as a 
benefactor of mankind — diverting the 
minds of his constituents by means of a 
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dazzling extravaganza of media-hyped razza- 
matazz and emotion. 

To all this, our own politicians played up 
as if bit-part actors in a well-staged panto- 
mime. Some sign of the role in which they 
saw themselves was given a few days before 
the emperor’s arrival when it was revealed 
that the British Government, then engaged 
in urgent consultations over Ulster with the 
Government of the Irish Republic, was 
desperate to reach agreement .over a peace 
plan that could be presented to Mr. Clinton 
for his approval when he landed here. 

Even many Britons who have become 
well accustomed to our leaders’ habitual 
crawling subservience to America that has 
been the norm since World War II must 
have wondered if this was not going a little 
too far. It fell to journalist Simon Heffer to 
express what we must hope were the 
feelings of millions when in an open letter 
to Clinton in The Daily Mail of November 
30th he said:- 


‘*Yesterday you arrived in England and 
immediately behaved in a way guaranteed 
to turn the stomachs of most rational 
Englishmen. In the most patronising and 
proprietorial tone you praised the Prime 
Ministers of Britain and Ireland for having 
reached a compromise on Tuesday night 
that would allow a target date to be set for 
talks on the future of Northern Ireland. 
‘The only inference we could draw was 
that you would have regarded it as an 
affront had a compromise not been 
reached. In fact, to put it bluntly, it is 
none of your damned business.”’ 


Mr. Heffer was no less scathing in his 
treatment of John Major for his part in this 
saga of national humiliation, saying to 
Clinton of his assumption of the right to 
determine the affairs of Northern Ireland:- 


‘*Admittedly, you have been encouraged 
in this belief by our Prime Minister. 
Perhaps because he wanted to have 
something ‘positive’ to put on the front 
pages on the morning after a lacklustre 
budget, he acted pragmatically — White- 
hall-speak for ‘without principle’ — to get 
the ‘peace process’ going again. 

‘In fact, he behaved like a naughty boy 
who is told to get himself straight before 
his father comes home, or there will’ be 
trouble. When father — that’s you, by the 
way — arrived home yesterday morning, 
things were straight. It is distressing for 
many of us that your country, which has 
no right whatsoever to interfere in the 
affairs of Ulster, seems to command such 
respect in the Foreign and Northern 
Ireland Offices...’’ 


This was, of course, a statement of 
exactly what should have been the position 
and attitude of HM Government, but it 
would have been hoping for much too much 
to imagine for a second that Major & Co. 
would ever have acted or spoken in such a 
way. By comparison with British leaders of 
Victoria’s time, this lot are like a kennelful 
of hungry curs, eager to wag their tails upon 
even so much as an approving glance from 
their master — to which title any and every 
president of the United States, however 


mediocre his stature, is granted automatic 
right. 

There must have been a good few 
Americans who, perhaps with some linger- 
ing respect for the country from which so 
many of their ancestors came, and from 
which so much of their institutions and 
culture are derived, were disgusted at this 
craven behaviour. One of them surely was 
R. Emmett Tyrrell Jr., editor of the 
American Spectator, who was quoted in our 
own Sunday Telegraph (December 3rd) as 
writing of, and to, us over here:- 

‘I regard this as an inexplicable lapse of 

taste by the British people. Is there 

something in the drinking water that 
makes you guys masochists?’’ 

The man surely has a point, for what 
other description than that of masochism 
could be applied to the state of mind of 
people who could witness without vomit, let 
alone play a part in, such an orgy of 
national flagellation as that which we saw 
last month when the Bill and Hilary team 
descended on these shores? 

It is the experience of the masochist that 
when he presents his posterior to his 
‘master’ it gets whipped. The climax of the 
‘whipping’ which the British Government 
invited upon this country during the Clinton 
visit surely came at the moment the 
President was photographed shaking the 
hand of no less a public dignitary than Mr. 
Gerry Adams. This was a huge propaganda 
victory for Adams for which he must 
gratefully thank John Major and the rest of 
the contemptible governmental crew who 
made such an occasion possible. One 
wonders, though, what must have been the 
sentiments of those bereaved by the deeds of 
the killers of whom Adams approves as they 
watched this spectacle. Did they feel that 
warmth of gratitude towards Mr. Major for 
setting the whole thing up? So dazzled and 
bemused are so many by the hypnosis of the 
Northern Ireland ‘peace’ campaign that it is 


GOOD PALS! 
President Clinton 
is seen here 
shaking hands 
with IRA 
murderers’ 
champion Gerry 
Adams. This was 
a gross insult to 
his British hosts, 
particularly those 
who have 
suffered 
bereavement 
through Adams’ 
friends’ activities. 
But this didn’t 
stop our 
Government and 
media fawning 
over Clinton 
during his visit. 


quite possible some of them did! 

Clinton duly departed for Bosnia where 
another big ego trip was laid on for him, 
thus enabling him to chalk up a few more 
brownie points in his bid for a second spell 
in the White House. Speaking of his Ulster 
visit, the Sunday Telegraph (December 3rd) 
said:- 

‘*... As the President went walkabout, 

keeping up a steady shower of unsolicited 

autographs and democratically applauding 

his new fans for their good sense in 

coming to watch him, it was no wonder 

his face bore an almost permanent grin. 

Whatever it felt like to be shmoozed in the 

flesh, it certainly looked good back 

home...”” 

The grin of which the writer spoke was 
surely prompted by the thought of how 
friend Major had been so easily suckered 
into dragging Britain’s national pride and 
honour through the slime in the process of 
making loyal British people tools in the 
game of American domestic politics. Was it 
not Clinton’s compatriot, the circus prop- 
rietor Phineas T. Barnum, who once said 
that there was one born every minute? 

It was not so very long after the President 
had flown home that the farce of the whole 
proceedings was revealed in full glare. 
Gerry Adams made abundantly clear the 
truth that this magazine has recognised from 
the outset: that there was no way in which, 
in present circumstances, the IRA would 
decommission its arsenal of weapons of 
terror. This brings us right back to square 
one because what Adams has made obvious 
to all but the blind is that before any such 
decommissioning can be on the agenda 
Britain will as good as have to commit 
herself to a surrender of Northern Ireland. 
Even in that circumstance a decommisioning 
is unlikely, for the IRA would want clear 
proof that we are on our way out of Ulster 
before it were to take such a step. Mere 
words on a piece of paper would not be 


enough. 

This of course has always been the name 
of the game where Northern Ireland is con- 
cerned. All the spectacular peace demons- 
trations in the world, all the pious speeches 
and newspaper articles against violence and 
terror, all the good resolutions and all the 
meddling by US presidents, are not going to 
alter the issue that has to be faced: Is 
Northern Ireland going to remain British, as 
wished by the vast majority of her people, 
or is she going to be forced into annexation 
by the Irish Republic? If the latter is not to 


_happen, there is only one course open to 


any British Government. The IRA and all its 
ancillary organisations must be destroyed — 
utterly. 

In the meantime we can only speculate as 
to what would have been the feelings of the 
ghosts of Drake and Nelson, Wellington and 
Clive, Rhodes and Kitchener, had they been 
condemned to witness the revolting events in 
Britain and Northern Ireland last month. 
Would their reaction have been a cry of 
anguish and despair, or would it have been 
a roar of anger, as they beheld the spectacle 
of this posturing, smirking half-man whom 
we have had inflicted upon us as Prime 
Minister grovelling at the feet of America’s 
draft-dodging, cocaine-sniffing, _ wife- 
cheating apology for a president with the 
plea that he rescue us from an internal crisis 
which, by the judgement of our misrulers, 
we are too feeble and impotent to deal with 
ourselves? 


School murder: 
where the blame lies 


The whole nation was horrified at the 
killing, just before Christmas, of Philip 
Lawrence, headmaster of St. George’s 
Roman Catholic School in Maida Vale, 
London, as he went to protect a pupil who 
was being attacked by a youthful gang. Mr. 
Lawrence was knifed by one of the gang 
during the melee, and he died of his wounds 
in hospital shortly afterwards. He left 
behind a grieving family of which one of the 
youngest members, his eight-year-old son 
Lucien, was moved to send the poignant 
message to Santa Claus: ‘‘Please bring my 
Daddy back for Christmas.’’ 

It now appears from enquiries into the 
cause of the murder that for some time there 
has been racial conflict at the school, with 
its many ethnic groups. A row had broken 
out between one boy, 14-year-old Nigerian 
William Njoh, and another pupil variously 
described as Chinese or Philippino, which 
was said to have racial undertones. The 
latter boy apparently fetched in some of his 
friends of the same ethnic background, and 
a mob of them were threatening Njoh when 
his headmaster intervened. One of them 
drove a knife into his chest, and six hours 
later he was dead. 

Nat unpredictably, the reaction of. 
politicians and mass media to this killing has 
been to concentrate attention on the danger 

Contd. overleaf 
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WHAT WE THINK 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


these days posed to society by allowing 
knives to be carried about, and the latest is 
that the Home Secretary has promised new 
legislation to make this a punishable 
offence. At the same time we have seen the 
chattering classes engage in a fresh bout of 
hand-wringing about the appalling level of 
violence now being experienced on school 
premises and the possibility that we shall 
soon have to institutionalise policé guards in 
classrooms and playgrounds on the model of 
the United States. 


two out of five of whom are black. In the 
photo he is seen with his hand on one’s 
shoulder. No doubt this is what he felt he 
ought to do to symbolise the ‘politically 
correct’ spirit of his school — white and 
black together in multi-ethnic bliss. It is 
ironic that the gigantic post-war social 
experiment of which this headmaster most 
probably approved was ultimately to become 
the cause of his death. 


Budgeting for ruin 


Chancellor Kenneth Clarke was onto a 
loser in drawing up his late-November 
budget. Chancellors always are, for they 


Multi-racial bliss! When headmaster Lawrence posed for this photo he was not to 
know it would have a tragic sequel. 


Not anywhere in any papers, or in any of 
the discussions on TV that have followed 
this outrage, has there been mention of the 
obvious: that poor Mr. Lawrence was just 
another victim of the multi-racial society 
that has been foisted on the British people in 
modern times. In this case the racial conflict 
appears to have been between Black and 
Asiatic, but it could have been between any 
two of the dozens of racial groups now to 
be found in our schools. 

As for knives, there seldom was any 
trouble resulting from these being carried 
about freely in the days when Britain was a 
single-race- country. Boys at school then 
normally settled their quarrels with fists in 
the time-honoured British manner. The knife 
culture, on the other hand, is an alien 
culture imported into this country along with 
so much else that is alien in modern times. 
Banning knives will achieve nothing. What 
the politicians should be focusing on are the 
people who use the knives. If deprived of 
that weapon, they will find another. 

What Mr. Lawrence thought of being the 
headmaster of a multi-racial school we will 
perhaps never know for certain, but some 
clue is given by a photograph in which he 
posed smilingly with a group of his pupils, 
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invariably miss the essential point. 

Clarke’s Tory colleagues were trying to 
pull him two ways in the run-up to the 
budget. The party’s right wanted drastic tax- 
cuts so as to promote the ‘feel-good’ factor 
among the voters in preparation for the next 
general election. Its left wanted to maintain 
a high level of public spending in areas that 
are universally popular, such as education 
and health — no doubt with the idea that a 
further budget much closer to the election 
could offer the majority of the voters all the 
tax-cut bribes that would be required. 

This of course is the eternal dilemma 
facing Chancellors of whatever party under 
the present system. Reduce taxes and release 
more spending power to boost the economy 
and you are faced with the need for savage 
cuts in essential public services. Maintain 
those services by high taxes and you leave 
people feeling over-taxed and the private 
sector of the economy stagnant. 

But a government which properly under- 
stood (or wished to understand) national 
finances needs to fall into neither trap. All 
it needs to do is recognise, and remedy, the 
fault in the system which makes high taxes 
inevitable if public services are to be main- 
tained. 


That fault was (perhaps unintentionally) 
spotlighted in a report in the Daily Tele- 
graph which appeared on the 6th November, 
which said that government debt had now 
reached the staggering figure of £345 billion 
— up from £190 billion just five years ago 
— and that last year’s interest on this debt 
was likely to be £23.4 billion, roughly 8 per. 
cent of all government spending. 

Were this 8 per cent commitment to 
interest on debts to be eliminated, govern- 
ment would have no trouble achieving a big 
reduction of taxes while still paying for the 
public services we need. 

How could it be eliminated? Simply by 
recognising it as the product of a fraudulent 
financial system under which government is 
required to borrow into circulation all the 
non-tax public money it needs. How is this 
borrowing done? Simply by the banks 
‘lending’ to government money they have 
created out of nothing by mere computer 
entry. 

Government could just as well create that 
same money itself debt-free and then spend 
it into the economy in public works to what- 
ever extent were made possible by the 
increase in the GNP that it would generate. 

But that constitutes forbidden territory for 
Chancellors, Tory and Labour alike. That’s 
why it’s going to no different when Bambi 
is Prime Minister and Gordon Brown is 
producing budgets. It will be the same old 
racket. The British producer and consumer 
will be starved of the money needed to 
regenerate the nation’s economy in order 
that the bankers, like Shylock, may still be 
allowed to draw their pound of flesh. 


A society going to pot 

It was announced last month that hence- 
forth convicted drug-takers will be allowed 
to join Britain’s armed forces. 

The new rule was explained as being 
“*forced on the military by their failure to 
attract enough recruits’? (Daily Mail, 1st 
December). 

Now, said this report, ‘‘a record for 
possession of marijuana or other soft drugs 
is no longer considered an insuperable 
obstacle to a service career...’’ Brigadier 
Peter Besgrove, Army Director of Manning, 
said that this reflected the fact that Britain 
had become a ‘soft drugs culture’. 

This change in the rules comes on top of 
a relaxation of physical standards for the 
forces. The latter are finding so many young 
men out of condition these days that they 
have decided they can no longer insist on 
the levels of fitness previously required. 

These things apart, there is a general 
decline in the popularity of armed forces 
careers. Young men in Britain today seem 
less anxious to serve their country in 
uniform than their fathers and grandfathers. 
The services, desperate for recruits, seem 
now to have to take almost anyone who 
applies. 

This state of affairs is an appalling 
reflection on the present-day quality of so 


many of our young people. But what could 


we really expect? In a society with no 


leadership, no discipline, a discouragement 
of patriotism and no strong ideals to inspire 
our youth — along with no kind of organ- 


isation by which youngsters may occupy. 


their ample spare time usefully in improve- 
ment of body and mind — it should be no 
surprise that this is the result. These C3 
young folk are the inevitable product of 
today’s ‘liberal democracy’ — a neglected 
and disinherited generation that has been left 
to its own devices by governments hooked 
on the principle of individual ‘freedom’ at 
any price. 

Thank goodness that in the British 
National Party we have a rare example of 
an institution able to offer the youth of 
Britain something real to believe in and to 
encourage them in ways of living that may 
fit them one day to serve their country in 
the crucible of war. Thank goodness that in 
the BNP ranks you will find young men of 
the calibre that this country will depend 
upon in its future hour of need. Nations that 
fail to mobilise their youth for great 
purposes are doomed to extinction. 


‘Workfare’ and its snags 


The Government has announced that it is 
going to introduce a system of ‘Workfare’ 
for the unemployed similar to that operated 
by many American states. Under this system 
the jobless will be paid an extra £10 a week 
to join a ‘project work’ programme while 
those who refuse could face cash penalties 
and loss of benefit. 

This is a scheme similar to that advocated 
by the British National Party for some 
years, and it is gratifying to find John Major 
& Co. adopting a BNP policy. However, we 
should be cautious in applauding its intro- 
duction under present conditions. 

The ‘Workfare’ principle has the comm- 
endable objective of eradicating the 
dependency culture and penalising the 
habitually workshy. However, we have 
always maintained that it can only be 
operated justly and effectively in an 
environment in which there is full employ- 
ment — that is to say jobs in every area for 
everyone who wants to work. When this 
condition exists, it will then be fair 
comment to say that those able to work who 
do not work are loafers and =a and 
should be penalised. 

Full employment of this kind cannot 
possibly be provided by any kind of govern- 
ment under present policy whereby Britain 
is committed to international free trade and 
a consequent flood of imported goods which 
we should be producing ourselves. And as 
long as this condition persists and proper 
permanent work cannot be provided for our 
people it is difficult to see how ‘project 
work’ programmes can be organised in 
every locality on the scale required to make 
the system function adequately. Just what 
are these masses of jobless people going to 
do? Make cardboard packing cases for Sony 


TV sets — or perhaps number plates for 
Volvo lorries? 

Given the demonstrable fact that this 
present Government could not organise a 
booze-up in a brewery, we cannot quite see 
it carrying out this latest good resolution 
without the result of total chaos. 


Now they’re furious 

Readers may recall that last month we 
commented on the ceaseless agitation by 
organised Jewish bodies for Britain to adopt 
a proposed new European law against ‘race 
hatred and anti-semitism’. So far the British 


Government has resisted this new legislation - 


on the grounds that existing national laws on 
the subject are quite adequate. The biggest 
difference between the proposed European 


‘law and existing British laws is that the 


former would make it illegal to deny that 
the ‘holocaust’ occurred. 

From the beginning, it has been the 
Jewish community in Britain that has been 
in the forefront of demands for a toughening 
of the laws, including the section against 
holocaust denial. Since our commentary last 
month there has been further agitation of 
this kind. The front-page headline in the 
Jewish Chronicle of December 1st screamed 
‘Fury at Howard veto on EU anti-racist 
law’. The following report went on to say 
that ‘‘Home Secretary Michael Howard 
came under fire from Jewish leaders this 
week for blocking European Union 
proposals for an EU-wide law against 
racism and anti-semitism — including 
Holocaust denial.’’ 

Britons ought to sit down for a moment 
and reflect seriously upon what these people 
are actually demanding. They want to make 
it a criminal offence for any of us merely 
to express an opinion about the veracity or 
falsehood of a piece of reported history. 
This violates principles of free expression 
that have been instituted in this country for 
hundreds of years. Those who deny that the 
holocaust ever occurred may be totally 
mistaken — but Britain’s traditions of 
freedom require that we respect their right 
to be thus mistaken. ‘Jewish leaders’, 
according to that community’s main organ, 
want to end this. 

We suggest to these people that if their 
objective is to prevent the spread of what 
they call ‘race hatred and anti-semitism’ 
they are certainly going the wrong way 
about it. When Britons learn that people 
who are comparative newcomers to this 
country, and to whom they have shown 
much hospitality and tolerance since they 
first arrived here, are trying to dictate to 
them what their laws should be regarding 
freedom of expression, they are liable to get 
very angry. And when that happens what 
could follow might be the very opposite 
thing to what these ‘Jewish leaders’ would 
appear to want. 

Our advice to these people, which is 
given in their own interest, is that they 
should pipe down and leave indigenous 
Britons to determine British laws. 


Smearers at work again! 

We should by now be accustomed to lefty 
journalists and broadcasters debunking and 
blackening the character of our national 
heroes. The latest victim of this tendency is 
founder of the Boy Scouts Lord Baden- 
Powell, who was the subject of a Channel 
Four documentary last month. According to 
this latest piece of muck-raking, the man 
who held Mafeking before its relief in the 
Boer War and subsequently organised a 
national youth movement which promoted 
health and fitness, patriotism and the idea of 
service to the community was a closet 
homosexual and — horror of horrors — a 
fascist and ‘racist’! 

No concrete evidence of Baden-Powell’s 
alleged homosexuality was ever produced by 
the smear-mongers, and it is a fact that he 
married and fathered three children. That of 
course did not deter these people from 
persisting in their poisonous tittle-tattle. 

' A similar demolition exercise was 
recently attempted against King Edward 
VIII. Though the King was not exactly a 
hero, he was a better ‘royal’ than most who 
have followed him, his one grave flaw being 
that he was prepared to put his own happ- 


iness before his duty by marrying Mrs. 


Simpson and thus forfeiting his throne at a 
time of his country’s greatest need. 

The big smear against Edward VIII 
consisted of the story that in the Second 
World War he was prepared to assist a 
German invasion of Britain and even to 
offer Hitler a piece of Australia as lebens- 
raum. All this originated from the known 
fact that the King, later Duke of Windsor, 
had visited Hitler, admired his works in 
Germany and sought to prevent another war 
beween that country and Britain. 

Edward VIII is in plentiful company. A 
great many people in this country: foresaw 
that a war with Germany would be disas- 
trous and that Britain would be gravely 
damaged by it even in the event of her 
ending up on the winning side. Who can 
now say that subsequent history has proved 
them wrong? 

It is doubtful in the extreme that King 
Edward as Duke of Windsor ever did any- 
thing during the war to harm his country, 
either intentionally or otherwise — and 
certainly no-one has produced anything to 
suggest this beyond mere rumour and specu- 
lation. That is not enough for the. dirt 
brigade, however. The mere fact of having 
opposed the lunacy of World War IE and 
having had one or two good things to say 
about Hitler’s work for his people has been 
enough, in the hysterical atmosphere of the 
20th century, to brand a Briton as a ‘traitor’ 
— though he may have had his own 
country’s interest at heart much more than 
most. 

This has ever been the fate of Edward 
VIII. Certain people have always hated him 
for not being enthusiastic about the 
holocaust of the white race that took place 
in 1939-45, and he must for ever suffer 
character assassination as a result. 
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VERDICT: ‘CAN DO BETTER!’ 


JOHN TYNDALL reviews the past year 
and spotlights priorities for 1996 


IT WOULD BE satisfying at the start of this new year to be 
able to report that the previous year had been a highly 
successful one for the British National Party, with great 
progress having been made. 1995, however, proved not to be 
one of our best years. The reasons for this are complex: many 
difficulties beyond our power to control have hampered our 
development as a party during the year; at the same time it 
would be wrong to pretend that none of our problems have 
been our own fault. A little further on, I want to take a look at 
where we ourselves have gone wrong. First, however, it is only 
fair to list some of the handicaps under which we have had to 
operate. 

Those who attended our Annual Rally in November will recall 
that I started my own speech by saying that the BNP’s dramatic 
election victory in Tower Hamlets in September 1993 had been the 
signal for an all-out war to be launched against the party by the 
combined forces of the British establishment. This war has been 
waged ceaselessly during the two years that have followed, and in 
1995 we found ourselves suffering from its effects on a number of 
fronts, of which I will mention two in particular. 

In April, there took place the enquiry in which the Department 
of the Environment heard our appeal against the ruling by Bexley 
Council that we had violated local government planning regulations 
by the manner of our use of our bookshop premises in Welling. 
This case consumed a great deal of the time of certain key party 
officials which would have better been given to constructive work 
in the promotion of the party. The case also consumed a great deal 
of money. The money was raised by our supporters by way of con- 
tributions to a legal fund specially set up to fight the action. 
However, this meant that money coming in for normal purposes 
suffered accordingly — our supporters do not have limitless 
wallets! 

In the event, we lost the appeal. There is not the slightest doubt 
in our minds that this was a political decision in which a depart- 
ment of the Tory Government acted in alliance with a left-wing 
Lib-Lab borough council and with the red mobs in the streets 
whose agitation over the years beforehand had been a major factor 
in the council’s case and in the decision of the DofE to uphold it. 
The reds staged riots and we got the blame! That is the way of 
things in the Britain of the 1990s. 

The verdict against us forced us into a drastic reorganisation that 
is still taking place and which has created immense difficulties 
affecting the efficient functioning of the party. Sometime early in 
1996 we hope to have put these difficulties behind us, but during 
the past months they have undoubtedly hampered our progress. 


ENEMY WITHIN THE MOVEMENT: 


On another battlefront, we have still had to contend with the 
disruptive operations of people outside the party who, while 
claiming to be ‘nationalists’, have done everything possible to 
damage us. Part of their method has been a steady stream of 
dishonest propaganda against the BNP aimed at its more brittle and 
impressionable members, a few examples of which I cited in an 
article in these columns three months ago. Another part has 
consisted in an appeal to lazy and juvenile instincts by substituting 
romantic talk for real political work geared to the winning of 
power. 

While BNP loyalists have been out on the streets of Britain (in 
some areas red-infested) fighting the real battle of the 1990s, 
sometimes getting physically attacked in the process, these 
inadequates have preferred, in the safety of their drawing rooms, 
to wallow in nostalgia slouched in front of historical videos and to 
prove their manhood by occasionally putting down their beer 
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glasses to find alternative exercise for their right arms. In this latter. 
posture, bellowing the greetings and slogans of a long dead past, 
they fancy themselves to be the sons and heirs of those real men 
who bled on the freezing steppes to extirpate the bolshevik pest 
from the soil of Europe — whereas all they are in reality are the 
Hollywood and Channel Four caricatures of the heroes who enacted 
that episode of history — heroes who would squirm in embarrass- 
ment were they to be alive today to witness the antics carried out 
in their name. 

Admiration for the deeds of those who have gone before is 
perfectly in order just so long as it serves as a stimulus to action to 
right the wrongs of the present. Once it becomes a substitute for 
that action it is a futile and wasteful pursuit. 

This digression has been necessary to highlight a real problem 
with which our party has had to contend in the past couple of 
years. A number of our activists, mainly young, have been side- 
tracked into this political dead-end. In my October article on the 
subject I expressed the view that there are brains behind the scenes 
who are pulling the strings in this process. Exactly whose brains 
we cannot be sure, but applying the old Roman investigative 
formula of cui bono? (who gains?) we might observe that anything 
that damages the BNP is a welcome gift to the political establish- 
ment. Prior to the emergence of this divisive wedge, our party, 
what with the virtual extinction of the National Front, had to all 
practical purposes unified nationalists in Britain into a single 
powerful movement. This process should have been greatly 
enhanced by the Tower Hamlets election victory. Is it any accident 
that it was just after that victory that these disruptive activities 
moved into top gear? 


OUR OWN SHORTCOMINGS 

The foregoing problems have been related as partial explanations 
for the BNP having been held back in 1995, but consideration of 
them should not be allowed to blind us to our own shortcomings. 
Why did this disruption take the toll that it did? A more strongly 
based party, comprised throughout of people with greater good 
sense and resolve, would have been far more resilient against such 
assaults. There is a great deal that we can and must do in 1996 to 
overcome these weaknesses. 

One problem with which we have had to contend is that our 
election triumph in 1993 created the appearance of a rapidly 
moving roller-coaster which attracted a rather unhealthy number of 
‘fair weather’ patriots, people who love to be part of something that 
is ‘winning’ but soon lose their enthusiasm at the first sign of 
setback. A letter I received recently from a man who had decided 
not to renew his membership exemplified this tendency. The main 
part of it read as follows:- 


‘‘I was impressed by articles in our journals last year calling for 

members who are totally committed to the cause. A phrase that 

stayed with me was: ‘We don’t want hobbyists nor those who are 

unwilling to give everything...’ (my paraphrase). 

“I’m simply not that kind of person, sadly. 

‘Running a business, paying the mortgage and having a family takes 

up rather a lot of time. 

‘‘T was happy to be a BNP member and will still support you finan- 

cially albeit from within the ranks of my local Conservative 

association, which I have rejoined. 

“‘T had hoped that the BNP was going the same way as Le Pen’s 

Front National in France... fighting and winning 

elections from a local base and moving on to greater successes — 

within our current democratic framework. 

‘‘T have felt from my reading of recent literature that the BNP has 

moved away from this objective towards some sort of mystical 
Contd. on next page 


fundamentalism. If the party only wants wild-eyed young heroes 
prepared to die for the cause, then I’m sorry... not this patriot.”’ 


I have encountered this type many times. There is the deliberate 
seizing upon some isolated statement by a single individual and 
twisting it so as to make it appear representative of the party as a 
whole. Of course we do not expect all of our members to be 
‘totally committed’, to ‘give everything’ and to be ‘prepared to 
die’. Only a minority ever qualifies for that description, and the 
writer of this letter knows it perfectly well — just as he knows that 
we make full allowance for the fact that our members have to run 
businesses (or at least perform full-time jobs of some kind), pay 
mortgages and look after their families. Equally, he knows that the 
BNP is pledged to work within the current ‘democratic’ framework, 
not because we have any admiration for that framework as it 
presently operates but solely because in this country resort to any 
other methods would amount to a futile charge of the Light Brigade 
— with jail at the bottom of the hill. 

But the writer betrays his real state of mind later in his letter 
when he says that he thought the BNP was going to go on 
‘*winning elections.’’ He is clearly only interested in staying on the 
bandwaggon as long as it is on a victorious path; once it suffers a 
defeat he wants to jump off. And where does he go? Why, back to 
the party which all his common sense must tell him has failed and 
betrayed Britain! But that is of no account; he feels ‘safe’ there. 
There are no summonses to exacting and dangerous tasks. There is 
little danger of getting beaten up. One can face one’s neighbours 
and acknowledge one’s political allegiance without getting odd 
looks from them. And very soon, when there is a Labour Govern- 
ment, such people can enjoy the self-gratifying pursuit of cursing 
those in power without feeling in any way responsible for their 
follies. What did the car-sticker say in the 1970s? ‘‘Don’t blame 
me. I voted Conservative.”’ 

‘Mr. X’, as I shall call him, is a fair-weather patriot who just 
hasn’t the moral stamina to stay the course. But rather than 
acknowledge his own limitations in this regard he prefers to 
maintain that it’s all the BNP’s fault! It feels so much more 
reassuring to one’s self-esteem to attribute one’s defection to the 
presence of mythical ‘wild-eyed’ people in the ranks than to admit 
that one has simply ‘bottled out’. 

We are going to get such people joining us — that is inevitable. 
And we are going to get them leaving us, probably before very 
long but at least when there is the slightest sign that the going is 
rough. This happened in 1995 in a number of cases — although 
with by no means all of the circumstances being identical to those 
making for Mr. X’s departure. There is a common thread running 
through all these desertions, however: weak people become easily 
demoralised. They do not have the emotional self-sufficiency to 
maintain their motivation in whatever they are doing; that 
motivation has to come from some external source. 

To some folk, the existence of a very obvious quarrel among 
those they perceive to be ‘‘all good nationalists’’ is a depressing 
experience. ‘‘Oh dear, here we go splitting again!’’ they cry. Well, 
those in the BNP leadership dislike such quarrelling just as much 
as anyone else does, but after two years in which the verbal (and 
sometimes physical) assaults in that quarrel had been all one way 
— by our adversaries and against us — we would have been 
foolish, and indeed spineless, not to recognise that we were in a 
state of war and under vicious attack, and that it was our duty to 
defend ourselves and strike back. Strong and stalwart people in the 
BNP followed our lead, stood their ground against the attackers and 
fully supported our counter-measures. The weak of heart got the 
vapours and dropped out, whining and wailing how unpleasant it all 
was — as if we were not well aware of this. They didn’t necess- 
arily join the opposing camp; many of them just went into retire- 
ment to wait until the trouble had all died down. Some stayed in 
the ranks but slackened off in their activity because the external 
motivation they needed was for the moment not present. Such 
people continually need to be given ‘good news’. They are 
temperamentally incapable of sustaining their commitment in times 
of hard struggle and adversity, and they are hopelessly addicted to 
the idea that wishing problems away will make them go away. 


NOT ENOUGH RECRUITMENT 


All these factors resulted in a higher-than-average number of 
people failing to renew their membership in 1995. At the same time 
they resulted also in a reduced rate of local activity in many areas. 
It is upon the momentum of that local activity that a healthy rate of 
recruitment of new members depends. When the activity goes 
down, so does the number of new people joining us. 

At the very best of times, political parties tend to have a very 
high drop-out rate, and this has certainly been the case with parties 
engaged in the nationalist struggle in Britain right back to the 
1920s. The secret of growth and strength is to ensure that new 
members joining well exceeds old members leaving. 

By no means all of these old members leaving are forever lost. 
Only a tiny minority of them will actually have changed their 
political views; the remainder will simply have disappeared into the 
general population and will be useful at times as much as chey 
will champion our policies when talking to their acquaintances and 
probably vote for us at election time Some drop out for reasons of 
discouragement, some because of some changed circumstances in 
their private lives which preclude further participation, at least for 
a time. Some will eventually return to the ranks, perhaps when 
those circumstances have changed again or on account of some new 
stimulus which inclines them tewards rejoining the fray. 

Enlisting new members at a rate which will exceed the numbers 
of those who have been lost depends not only on the vigour of 
promotional activity, as has been said, but also to a great extent on 
shifts in the public mood which affect people’s receptiveness to 
new political ideas. These shifts can be influenced by currents of 
public opinion on the actual issues; they can follow a fall in the 
prestige of one party and a rise in that of another; not least can 
they, at times, be the product of a mood of total disillusionment 
with all politics per se and a consequent attitude of apathy and an 
immersion in personal affairs prompted by the feeling that on the 
level of public ones ‘‘nothing can be done.”’ 

It is possible that we are going through a phase in which the 
latter condition will be prevalent for a little while, though in my 
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The key to growth: high-profile leaflet drives on housing estates, 
like this one, are what make the BNP expand. 


opinion it would be premature to jump to this conclusion for want 


of much more solid evidence. If the condition does prevail at 
present, it is not likely to do so for long, and it is in any event no 
excuse for a slackening of efforts on the part of our branches in the 
way of putting out the message. We have found, by a recent study, 
that while some of our leaflets have been meeting with very small 
response, some others are bringing in plenty of enquiries. From the 
new year, we shall be withdrawing the former from circulation, 
concentrating efforts on distribution of the latter and producing new 
leaflets, in a spirit of experimentation, to test public reaction. 
Leafleting, it must never be forgotten, is the key to recruitment and 
growth. For most of the time, and in most places, we can organise 
leaflet drives without suffering the handicaps that often limit our 
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VERDICT: ‘CAN DO BETTER!’ 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


other activities. Energetic organisers will maintain a high rate of 
leafleting, experimenting constantly with alternative leaflets when 
those tried initially do not generate much response; siack and 
negatively minded organisers will treat the failure of one type of 
leaflet as an excuse for abandoning leafleting altogether. 


IMPORTANCE OF THE LEADERSHIP FACTOR 

The quality of our local organisers is an enormously important 
factor in determining the rate of local activity, and here things 
greatly vary from one area to another. My experience is that we 
are much better off when the person in charge in a locality is a 
resolute and persevering type, though to begin with with limited 
ability and skill, than when he is clever and brilliant but without 
staying power and liable to be easily discouraged. 

Another experience with local organisers is that there are some 
who are only too ready, when poorly supported by their local 
members, to blame those members for their apathy and laziness 
rather than blame themselves for their failure to provide the desired 
motivation and leadership. In this life there are always leaders and 
followers, the first being few and the second being many. The 
latter, notwithstanding their natural inertia and lack of initiative, 
will respond to a persuasive appeal by someone who is able to 
infuse them with a desire to get things done. The local leader who 
meets with a lack of adequate active support must first of all look 
to himself to improve his techniques for persuading and enthusing 
people — not blame others for his own shortcomings. I hasten to 
add that in this regard I make for myself the same rule that I make 
for others: if the party at any time seems to be ‘running out of 
steam’, I regard myself as responsible for finding the remedy for 
this, and it is my failure if, after due time, this is not achieved. 

With this latter consideration in mind, I am, from early in the 
new year, organising a team of national officers whose task it will 
be to monitor much more closely than in the recent past the perfor- 
mance of local party formations and to set definite performance 
standards to which all will be expected to aim. At the same time it 
will be the task of those officers, including myself, to provide 
constant advice and encouragement to all units in the effort to reach 
and maintain those necessary standards. 


THE GENERAL ELECTION 


In the forefront of all our active tasks in 1996 will be that of 
preparing for the next general election, in which, as everyone 
should now know, it is our aim to contest a minimum of 50 seats. 
General leafleting for recruitment should not be regarded as an 
activity separate from our election campaign. Leaflets preliminary 
to the actual election addresses, which will be posted to every 
household in the areas being fought, prepare the ground for a more 
receptive response to those election addresses, and in addition by 
helping to recruit more members prior to the election they add to 
our election campaigning strength — both in the way of active 
workers and donors of money. 

Electioneering and recruitment are in fact two entirely comple- 
mentary activities. Past experience has shown that bold and 
ambitious election strategies have invariably served as generators 
of membership growth — always providing that such strategies are 


be raised. 
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‘EMERGENCY APPEAL: TARGET NOW £1,789.00 


In the two months since our previous published report, contributions to the special emergency appeal 
launched last April by the British National Party have come to £2,848.00. This leaves £1,789.00 still to 


The party would like to thank all those who have contributed and to ask that everyone now do their best 
to help it reach its target figure of £20,000.00 in the next two months. 
- All those sending in money should address it to the BNP General Fund and send it to: c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are sent only for donations of £10.00 or over unless 
specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be appreciated. 


adapted to .imes and conditions where not negligible election results 
are tc be hoped for. This should very definitely be the case in 
1997. Though we are not likely to fight the election then in quite 
the favourable climate existing when we won our council seat in 
Millwall, that climate should nevertheless enable us to better the 
average vote we achieved in the general election of 1992 — while 
the achievement of a 50-seat challenge will enable us to qualify for 
broadcasting time and thus reap the benefits of publicity which in 
any other circumstances would cost us many millions of pounds. 

A lot has been said in recent times about the present public. 
honeymoon with Labour, but that honeymoon involves principally 
the ordinary voter, who does not think seriously about political. 
issues and studies only scarcely the statements and performance of 
the mainstream political parties. It accounts for Labour’s dramatic 
success in recent elections and for its meteoric rise in the opinion 
polls. It accounts also for the return to Labour Party membership 
of many middle-class liberals who deserted the party in the 1970s 
and Labour’s enlistment of new-generation liberals influenced, 
perhaps for family reasons, by the former. 

Not part of the Labour honeymoon, however, is that mass of 
people with naturally patriotic and rightist opinions who have 
loyally and patiently supported the Tories in the hope that they 
would ‘deliver’, who will never in any circumstances support 
Labour or the Liberal Democrats and who consequently are now 
left without a political home or a political leadership in which they 
can have any trust or belief. This element has constituted a very 
high portion of the non-voters in recent elections, and it offers an 
enormous reservoir of potential support for the BNP — provided 
that we devote the necessary energy to tapping it. We have made 
a modest start in this already and 1996 must see a huge acceler- 
ation of our efforts in this direction. 

My conclusion to this report is that we should not allow 
ourselves to become despondent over the fact that 1995 has not 
been a particularly good year for us; this is part of the natural and 
normal ebb and flow of political fortunes. At the same time we 
most certainly should learn lessons from this past year and make 
sure that we apply them in the year to come. Some of the factors 
that have limited our success have been beyond our control and we 
should not cry about them; some have been within our power to 
control and here we must make a determined effort to do better. 

If the past year has done one good thing for us, it is that it has 
enabled us to cast off a certain amount of unwanted membership 
surplus: thrill-seekers, exhibitionists, hobbyists, nostalgia buffs, 
faint hearts, yellow bellies, bandwaggon-riders and five-minute 
wonders. Our best people have stayed with us, and that is what 
matters. But there are many, many more of these ‘best people’ out 
there in the general population. We must go out and find them. 

1996 offers enormous possibilities for growth and development, 
and especially so as our efforts during this year can be harnessed 
to a clear strategy and objective that everyone can understand: our 
preparation for the next general election, now in probability not 
much more than a year away. 

We might finally ponder on one important fact. If we have 
problems in our own camp which call for energetic action to 
overcome, our enemies have far greater problems which, in the 
final analysis, are utterly insoluble. As I have said in numerous 
recent speeches and writings, their world is collapsing beyond 
repair. Ours is experiencing the struggles, pains and difficulties of 
a new birth! 


THE 50-SEAT CAMPAIGN 


A study of what the party aims to achieve at 
the next General Election by TONY LECOMBER 


THE decision by the British National Party 
in August to contest 50 seats at the next 
General Election is going to be a tremendous 
advance for the party since it will propel 
the BNP into a position of vastly increased 
strength and vitality immediately following 
that election and ready for the new 
opportunities that will undoubtedly follow 
it. Millions of pounds worth of publicity 
will be won — on TV, radio and in the press 
and, perhaps more importantly, nearly 2 
million pieces of up-to-date, high-quality 
election literature will go out in the biggest 
recruiting drive the party has ever seen! 
This will result in literally thousands of 
enquiries and hundreds of new members! 

The decision to fight 5O seats was not 
made lightly, but with regard to all the 
possible factors and likely outcomes. 
Basically, there were three options available: 
(a)To fight no seats at all, that is abstain and 
spend the money on something else; (b)To 
fight a limited number of seats and maximise 
our vote thereby; or, (c)To fight a 50-seat 
campaign and qualify for broadcasting time 
to get really noticed. 


BNP TRACK RECORD 

As it happens, the BNP at one time or 
another has used all the above options when 
it has been opportune to do so, according to 
the party’s best advantage. 

In 1983, when election deposits were 
only £150, the party fought 54 seats to 
qualify for TV broadcasting time. This was a 
huge effort for our then very small party and 
one only made because the BNP’s very political 
existence depended upon it, in what was a 
very sad time of fractious political strife with 
the National Front. 

In the General Election of 1987 the party 
abstained, recognising that public support 
for nationalism was almost nil. The party 
wisely spent its money elsewhere — for 
instance, stoking up its building fund to 
furnish and equip what is probably one of the 
(now) best known bookshops in Britain. 
Even so, nothing enthuses party members 
and activists like a General Election, and for 
this purpose money will be put forward that 
would not otherwise see the light of day. In 
that sense it is not true to say that all the 
money available for the General Election 
could be spent elsewhere, since it would not 
otherwise be so forthcoming! 

In the General Election following, in 
1992, the BNP fought just 13 seats, including 
the two in Tower Hamlets, to further the 
previously successful community-based 
‘Rights for Whites’ campaigns in the area. 
The object was to maximise the party’s vote 
— which was done everywhere, notably in 
those two seats scoring an average of 1,209 in 
each or 3.3 per cent of the vote. Later that 
year of course, Barry Osborne polled 20 per 
cent of the vote in Millwall and we all know 


what happened after that! 


RECRUITMENT THE MAIN GOAL 
The next General Election is thought to be 
likely for the spring of next year but could 
come anytime this year. Why then exactly 
was the 50 seat campaign launched? The 


answer in one word is recruitment. We want 


recruits and we want them in big numbers. 
The British National Party is aiming for 
growth on a scale not seen since 800 new 
members were recruited just after Millwall. 

Since then, the party’s fortunes have not 
fared so well. Our vote last May was down by 
about one third on what it was a year 
previously. Since then, it is likely to have 
fallen still further, principally due to 
overwhelming public support for Labour. 
This development, whilst disappointing, is 
no reason for despair or even for surprise. 
Political fortunes rise and fall. In France, Le 
Pen has several times seen his party’s ratings 
slump, only to recover and surge ahead still 
further. And this is irrespective of political 
hue because you can take any number of 
similar cases, including our own despised 
Tory party. Let’s be honest. Who, even two 
days before the 1992 General Election thought 
that John Major’s Tories would win yet 


again? 

All that is necessary, is that the party — 
and all of its members and supporters — take 
the long view. We are not going to surge to 
power in one go. It takes time, effort and 
above all patience — despite what some 
people thought after Millwall. 

Earlier, I gave recruitment as being the 
party’s main motivating reason for fighting 
50 seats. though that is true, it is really 
only the short-term tactical benefit of the 
BNP’s long-term strategy. I have already 
alluded to the party’s lowered poll ratings 
under the impact of ‘new’ Labour. It is 
thought unlikely that the party will make 
gains of the kind that gave it national 
promi’ ‘fter it won Millwall — not until 
a year .. -wo into (we hc | 1 new Labour 
administration, when dis. aantment will 
set in and its massive poll ratings start to 
decline. 

At that stage, had the party fought a 
limited campaign or even none at all, we 
would be in an immeasurably weaker position 
than if we went for 50 seats this time. Aside 
from those within the seats we fight, the 
general public’s consciousness of us will be 
boosted by our 50-seat campaign. It will have 
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JOHN TYNDALL 
The British National Party leader was the first to save the party an election deposit | 
and will be contesting one of the party’s best seats at the next General Election 
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THE 50-SEAT CAMPAIGN 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


been a long time (fourteen years) since any 
nationalist party has stood in over 50 seats at 
a General Election, and such an effort is sure 
to be newsworthy and commented upon — 
we will have made our stake in the political 
future to come and we will have some 
credibility as a party worth voting for. When 
we get our TV broadcast, we will-leave our 
calling card in the minds of millions in 
addition to those who will have enquired and 
even joined — and we will be considerably 
stronger. And apart from anything else, we 
fought a limited campaign last time in 1992. 
To fight another limited campaign is hardly 
a mark of progress. Admittedly it is true that 
concentrating resources will achieve higher 
votes (almost certain to be higher this time 
than last) in our best constituencies and also 
serve to keep up our percentage, but with 
Labour riding so high this would probably 
prove of only marginal benefit. Far better at 
this stage to adopt a high profile, make 
publicity, advertise ourselves and above all 
recruit from so doing. The more one thinks 
about all these factors, the more evident it is 
that the 50-seat campaign was the only logical 
choice — the next stepping stone on the road 
to power! 


BNP WILL GET PUBLICITY AND 


DISTRIBUTION WORTH MILLIONS 

The TV broadcast will be made over all 
four terrestrial channels. To buy five minutes 
on the entire ITV network would cost about 
£1,500,000. Assuming BBC1, with which it 
is comparable, were able to do the same, that 
would cost another £1,500,000. Going on to 
look at Channel 4, five minutes’ advertising 
would cost £100,000. Again, assuming BBC2 
with which it is comparable were able to do 
the same, that would be another £100,000. 
Total cost: £3,200,000. 

And that’s without taking into account 
the radio. 

In addition, some thought is going into 
the election broadcast to make it more lively 
and more effective than in 1983 — worked 
out.in advance and not made solely ina studio 
the week after the election is called. And to 
make the broadcast doubly effective, plans 
are already being made to publicise it in order 


to boost viewing figures — and therefore - 


potential recruits — still further. 

Then there is the absolutely key benefit of 
fighting even just one seat at a parliamentary 
election —the free delivery, courtesy of the 
Post Office, of every candidate’s election 
address. For the BNP’s 50-plus candidates, 
that is going to work out to nearly two million 
leaflets in one fell swoop (and we don’t even 
have to address the envelopes. In fact, we 
don’t even need envelopes at all!). Purely on 
acommercial basis we would, for all 50 seats, 
ordinarily have to stump up £62,000 for the 
Post Office to deliver our election addresses. 
There isa further benefit. This leaflet operation 
(which will have to be carefully monitored by 
branches to spot any leaflets going astray) by 
the Post Office will go ahead and there is 
nothing that the extreme left can do about it 
short of nobbling every postman involved. 
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Furthermore, the 50-seat campaign is so 
extensive that the extreme left will not be able 
to counter it. All they can hope to do is affect 
a limited presence in perhaps just four or five 
seats. Even at Dagenham, with no other 
distractions, the left reached barely a fifth (if 
that) of the whole constituency. Pathetic! 
Readers will have noticed that for the 


DEREK BEACKON 
The look of a winning BNP candidate 
probable £50,000 the election will cost the 
party, the BNP is more than recouping that 
amount in terms of leaflet distribution alone 
and gaining literally millions of pounds worth 

of free publicity. 

When talking of the 50-seat campaign, 
comparison cannot but be made with that of 
1983. Then, it was something we were 
forced into doing. Now it is something that 
we want to do — it fits in with our plans. 
Then, public support for nationalism was at 
a low ebb. Now interest is a lot higher, to put 
it mildly. Then, admittedly, election deposits 
were just £150. Now they’re £500. Even so, 
given a probable 1997 election timetable the 
increase isn’t even that much over the rate of 
inflation. Then, to make up the 50 seat 
number, only five campaigns out of the fifty- 
four had an election address and the party still 
got some 2,000 enquiries. This time, with 
more popular support for nationalism, and 
with every seat having a full campaign and 
election address, the party should pull in 
many more thousands of enquiries than it did 
last time. The opportunity afforded the party 
in the impending General Election to publicise 
itself on its own terms on TV and radio and 
through its election addresses delivered by 
the Post Office is too great to be missed. We 
will conduct a massive trawl for a new 
generation of young recruits, and indeed 
some not so young, who have finally realised 
that if salvation is to come, only the British 
National Party can provide it. Such a trawl 
has not been conducted since 1983, and then 
the waters were largely barren and the net 
only partially effective. This time the outlook 
is much more favourable. The waters are 
swarming and we will be using the best net 
yet from a much bigger boat. 

Branches in the regions should make 


special note that their recruitment levels will 
depend primarily upon their own campaigns 
— the leaflets delivered by the Post Office 
and such election and pre-election work as 
they have been able to do — particularly with 
regard to building door-to-door paper sales, 
which should be the basis of any branch’s 
solid voting base. The TV and radio broadcasts 
will not do all the work by themselves! 
While the party must fight the best, most 
professional campaign that it possibly can, 
striving to get the highest vote possible and 
hopefully saving several deposits — and 
winning more publicity in the process — even 
this is but a means to wring out the last few 
drops of recruitment material in our overall 
campaign. Recruitment is the main goal. 


OUT WITH THE DROSS! 

That brings me to another point. 
Following the party’s loss of Millwall, there 
was a small exodus of members and supporters 
which contributed to a loss of morale among 
some party members. But there was really no 
need for this, since a closer examination of 
the people who have gone reveals that the 
party simply shed its dross — fair weather 
friends, doomsayers, cranks, cultists, and 
misfits — in one go. First, before anything 
else, it needs to be said that the BNP is only 
slightly down in membership because much 
of this chaff didn’t have the dedication even 
to take out membership in the first place. So 
we can say a definite good riddance too 
because we don’t want ‘support’ like that! All 
this has left the party in a comparatively 
good position because: (a)It has been cleansed 
of the useless and toxic elements just referred 
to, thus realising its true strength; and: 
(b)Because of this, it has the highest proportion 
of committed idealists in its ranks since 1989, 
while being a good deal bigger. This will 
have amajor bearing upon the follow up to 
our recruitment campaign, which will be 
after the General Election. 

As said at the beginning of the article, the 
main purpose of our contesting 50 seats is 
recruitment. This means that fighting the 
election itself is only the preliminary work! 
The real task of converting those enquiries 
into new recruits and those recruits into new 
activists can only then begin. To make that a 
success, only several minor adjustments of 
the rudder are necessary, two of which spring 
to mind immediately. First, the educational 
seminars established over the last two years 
need to be continued and, after the election, 
simply re-focussed to take onboard the 
newcomers. Second, internal branch 
efficiency needs to be much improved as does 
Head Office/branch cohesion and inter-branch 
liaison. Quite frankly, there are some lazy 
people out there and a number (thankfully 
small) of disgracefully incompetent and dozy 
‘Organisers.’ These people will need to be 
shaken awake or shaken out! 

When these new recruits, of an 
increasingly better calibre than before, enter 
the party for the first time then, they will 
bring with them the added force of their 
numbers, their talents, their resources, their 
financial input and their own contacts. This 
translates directly into a massive shot in the 
arm for the BNP and a massive enhancement 
of the resources available the party. The 
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AUSTRIA MOVES AHEAD 


In his second article on nationalism in Europe, HAROLD 
WEST explains how this former region of Germany has 


produced a powerful patriotic party 


FOR most nationalist observers of the 
European political scene, Germany since 
1945 has not held much promise of a 
patriotic revival to match that of the pre- 
war period. 

The country which for many of us is 
synonymous with racial nationalism in Europe 
has suffered greatly since the defeat of World 
War Two. In the post-war years, any attempt 
at nationalist resurgence has been brutally 
stamped upon by the stooges of plutocratic 
‘democracy.’ 

Indeed, most observers nowadays would 
regard France, and more recently Russia, as 
the countries most likely to achieve nationalist 
governments in the near future. There is one 
German land, however, in which nationalism 
is indeed making a comeback, and that is 
Austria. 


HISTORICAL BACKGROUND 

The modern state of Austria was created 
after World War Two, when the Allies agreed 
to break up the old German Reich. 

In a bid to break the historical links with 
Germany, the small state was givena spurious 
‘national identity’ by way of its own flag and 
national anthem. A vigourous propaganda 
campaign aimed to convince the population 
that they were ‘Austrians’ rather than 
‘Germans.’ 

This Sound of Music version of history 
was in fact convenient both to the Allies (who 
forbade Austria ever to reunite with Germany 
again) and to the Austrian people themselves, 
who sought to avoid the post-war opprobrium 
heaped upon the rest of the Germans by 
playing the role of innocent victims invaded 
by their ruthless German neighbours. 

In fact, nothing could be further from the 
truth. The overwhelming majority of 
Austrians had welcomed the 1938 Anschluss 
as a chance to unite the German people once 
and forall. Indeed, Austrians share a German 
racial pride which is often stronger than in 
Germany itself. 

Moreover, Austria has recently been 
fortunate in producing a nationalist leader 
who has been able to lift nationalism from the 
fringes to the very centre of politics. 

When Jorg. Haider became leader of the 
Freiheit Partei Osterreichs (Austrian Freedom 
Party) in the early 1980s, Austria was still 
governed by a cosy (and highly corrupt) two- 
party system of conservatives and socialists, 
who took it in turns to lead the country. It was 
a system not unlike that existing in Great 
Britain. 

CREDIBILITY 

The Freedom Party was merely a tiny 

radical group which most Austrian voters had 


never heard of rather like the BNP in the 
early 1980s. But by a series of clever tactical 


moves at local and then regional level, Haider 
gradually built up the credibility of his party. 
By the end of the 1980s, he had dozens of 
local and regional councillors, and a 
nationwide poll rating of 10 per cent. 
Suddenly, Austrian politics had become a 
three-party system. 

By 1990, success at local level paved the 
way for a regional triumph: Haider became 
Governor of Carinthia. 

The road to power is never a smooth one, 
however. Following remarks by Haider 
praising the employment policies of the Third 
Reich, the Austrian media ran a smear 
campaign which resulted in his being forced 
out of his job as Governor. 

But the following year the Freedom Party 


HAIDER 
Could be Austrian Chancellor by the end 
of the century 


made an astonishing comeback, polling 20 
per cent in regional elections, including those 
for the city of Vienna. 

In 1994 the party’s share of the vote at 
regional level rose to 24 per cent. 

The collapse of the conservative-socialist 
coalition late last year precipitated the 
parliamentary elections of last month. 
Immediately following the coalition’s 
collapse, Haider’s opinion poll rating was 27 
per cent, compared with 26 per cent for the 
conservatives and 30 per cent for the socialists. 

J6rg Haider has publicly stated that he 
intends to win power as Chancellor of Austria 
by 1998. So far, his political timetable has 
proved extremely accurate. 

What is the secret of Haider’s success? 


His career has had much in common with that 
u. the American David Duke, who also won 
a governorship only to lose it again following 
a media smear campaign. Like Duke, Haider 
is one of the new breed of ‘televisual’ 
politicians, young (45 years old), good- 
looking and charismatic. Asa former lawyer, 
he is articulate and skilled at arguing his case, 
with « good head for figures and statistics. 

He has never sought to conceal or dilute 
his nationalist beliefs, and some of his rhetoric 
harks back to pre-war political campaigning 
for example in his criticism of ‘system’ 
politics. But although a populist politician, 
Haider has been careful to use moderate 
language and persuasive arguments; he is not 
the old fashioned ‘rabble rouser’ of traditional 
nationalism. Indeed, his very moderation has 
wrong-footed Austria’s political 
Establishment, who want to portray himas an 
‘extremist’ but are unable to do so because he 
simply says what ordinary people are thinking. 
- Unlike another famous German nationalist 
who also came from Austria, Haider does not 
talk about conquering living space or 
combatting the Chosen; rather he addresses 
the everyday concerns of ordinary Austrians, 
such as immigration, unemployment and 
housing. 


OPPOSITION TO E.U. 

The greatest boost to Haider’s credibility 
recently has come from his opposition to 
Austria’s membership of the European Union. 
When Austria joined the EU last year, that 
view seemed unfashionable and a sure vote- 
loser. But Haider refused to change his policy 
simply for short-term popularity, and he has 
now been handsomely rewarded: public 
opinion has swung back behind him as the 
disas rous consequences of EU membership 
are now all too apparent. It is perhaps this 
issue more than any other which has provided 
the greatest recent boost to his position in the 
polls. 

Faced with such a ‘moderate’ and 
reasonable politician, the Austrian authorities 
have found it very difficult to combat Haider’s 
growing popularity. Just as in Britain and 
elsewhere in Europe, the Left has resorted to 
its usual stunts such as desecrating Jewish 
cemeteries and blaming it on Haider’s party. 
‘Anti-racist’ groups have also sprayed 
swastikas and ‘Heil Haider’ on walls in a 
crude attempt to tarnish the Freedom Party’s 
squeaky clean image. As usual, the 
‘conservative’ media have been only too 
eager to collaborate with the hard Left in 
blaming these incidents on the nationalists. 

The Freedom Party has in fact consciously 
avoided the trappings of pre-war nationalist 
movements. It has also discouraged the 
skinhead element which has attached itself to 
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EDUCATION FOR LIFE 


In the second part of a two-part article 
Dr. DONALD STEVENS takes a look at what is 
wrong with modern teaching methods 


THE ideal man would wish to advance in 
all categories of experience, but no-one has 
the capacity. Aristotle could be an expert 
in nearly every field of knowledge, but this 
has become increasingly impossible. 
Nevertheless, in our own chosen areas, we 
can advance, if we are permitted and 
encouraged to do so. 

In Britain today, we are neither permitted 
nor encouraged. My experience at the sixth- 
form college mentioned above shows that, in 
many educational institutions teachers are 
not allowed to teach what they consider to be 
valuable aspects of their subjects; they must 
teach the inferior (but ‘politically correct’) 
aspects. Therefore, pupils and students are 
deprived of the opportunities to refine their 
experience. The Department of the Treasury 
of our cultureless Government has been 
forbidden the use of Latin phrases, and an 
official who criticised his underling’s poor 
use of English was himself reprimanded. 

Soon I expect a decree from John Major 
(Disaster) that only the AEB A level 
examination is valid, and that henceforth all 
students aspiring to higher education shall be 
required to assess the value of an article from 
the Guardian on Noddy. And if you think that 
latter kind of A level examination is impossible 
I can assure you that it has already happened. °® 

This restriction on quality leads to an 
impoverishment of life. Our receptacles are 
limited by law; we can no longer receive a 
satisfactory depth of experience from great 


BRAHMS 

If ‘progressive’ educationalists have their way, 
his music will become out-dated in favour of 
‘rock’ and ‘rap’ 
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literature. When our Art galleries purchase 
childish scrawls and exhibit them as ‘great 
art,’ there will come a time when our 
brainwashed descendants will not be able to 
appreciate Raphael or Velasquez. When our 
universities have degree courses in pop music 
(which one already has), Mozart and Brahms 
will be mere names in an outdated history 
book. This will result in — it has resulted in 
— people seeking satisfaction in the crude 
pleasures of drugs and violence; connoisseurs 
will be replaced by lager-louts, music colleges 
by discotheques, literature by obscenity. A 
friend of mine told me of an author who had 
his novel returned by the publisher, not 
because of a weakness of plot, of a lack of 
characterisation or a deficiency of style, but 
because there was not enough bad language in 
it. To my friend’s disgust, the author inserted 
the necessary quota of blasphemy and 
obscenity, and the book was accepted and 
published. It is sometimes said that there are 
no good writers, composers, or artists 
nowadays. Thereare. But they are not allowed 
to have their works published, performed, or 
exhibited. Thus education suffers, not just 
the education in our schools and universities 
but the education of the general public in our 
galleries, our concert halls, our libraries. 


WARPING 

This naturally leads me to the final 
impoverishment of Education, which is, not 
just the substitution of shallow receptacles 
for deep ones, but the warping of 
receptacles. 

I have mentioned the difference 
between races and cultures in the 
receptacles available. There is also a 
difference in what I called at the 
beginning the classification. Our 
receptacles not only accept, but they 
also classify. This gives rise to the age- 
old problem of whether a tomato is a 
fruit or a vegetable. The real answer 
depends on whether you classify it 
according to structure or according to 
use; and not all the bludgeonings of 
pseudo-science should persuade us that 
we are wrong to call a tomato a 
vegetable if we use it such. Think also 
of the difference between an Arab, a 
Chinese, and a Hindu concerning the 
categories of sheep, pig, and cow; or 
a cat by a cat-lover or one allergic to 
fur. However, the most important 
classification is the ethical, to which I 
have already referred. 

I have said that receptacles vary 
from culture to culture, but some of 
the great categories appear to be 
universal: the receptacles common to 
all mankind.’ Right and Wrong, Good 
and Bad, True and False, are among 


these categories. It has always been of 
importance to a human being whether a thing 
is right or good. Even our modern shallow 
‘thinkers’ who have decried such ancient and 
outdated principles as having no modern 
value at all are surprisingly ethical and turn 
sharply back to the despised ancient and 
outdated principles if you steal their wallet 
(or their ideas — but not, oddly enough, their 
wives). Tolkien, one of our great modern 
writers (and therefore who is never studied 
under any circumstances in our universities), 
wrote: 


‘“How shall a man judge what to do in 
such times?” 

“As he has ever judged,” said Aragorn. 
“Good and ill have not changed since 
yesteryear; nor are they one thing among 
Elves and Dwarves and another among 
Men. Itisa man’s part to discern them...””* 


Present-day Education has largely 
abandoned the traditional standards of Right 
and Wrong, Good and Bad, True and False. 
Under the influence of the Left, it has 
substituted left-wing standards — the 
‘politicisation’ of Education. These standards 
are presented in textbooks, either by subtle 
innuendo or outright untruth. Such textbooks 
have become the standard texts to be studied. 
Teachers in colleges are chosen for their 
political stance, not their teaching abilities. 
Examinations are slanted downwards toward 
the Left. The AEB history paper has a 
perpetual ‘bias’ question — but only on Nazi 
Germany. There is no bias question on Soviet 
Russia. Students are therefore invited to 
detect bias (whether it is there or not) in Nazi 
documents and taught to take Communist 
documents at face-value. 


SOFTENING UP 


Part of the Communists’ method is the 
weakening of society before a Communist 
takeover. This has been achieved in our 
country by two means. 

Firstly, the deliberate weakening of moral 
fibre by the spread of immorality by means of 
television and literature. Thus, we have what 
was unthinkable not many years ago: the 
study of an obscene play by Albee in a mixed 
sixth-form class at Canford Public School;’ 
and compulsory sex-education in primary 
schools. Secondly, we have the denial of 
traditional excellence. Naturally, 
Communism denies all excellence but its 
own. 

Therefore any other excellence must be 
invalid, and the populace must be educated to 
see that traditional values are invalid and 
have no excellence at all. This requires 
intensive re-education, a sinking of every 


value into the mire, so that communism may 
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seem high and excellent in comparison. Non- 
Communist excellence must go. The 
infiltration by left-wing bishops and leaders 
of nonconformist churches, who deny nearly 
every tenet of the Christian Faith, will, in 
time destroy a religion with a clear-cut 
definition of Right and Wrong. The traditional 
Anglo-Saxon self-effacing and self-sacrificing 
public and imperial service must be warped 
into a self-doubting and self-immolating corps 
of falsely humble grovellers. 

The sturdy independence of British 
society, long a barrier to the Left, must be 
wiped out by immigration, by membership of 
the EC., and by ‘education.’ Christian 
civilisation, with its strong moral roots, must 
be emasculated by induced feebleness and 
promoted hypocrisy. We must not teach 
Christianity in our schools (for fear of giving 
offence to other religions — but they may 
offend Christians as much as they like); we 
must not teach true history in our schools for 
that would show communism to be the 
enervated and vicious thing that it is; we must 
not teach genuine Art, Music or Literature in 
our schools, for that would not only give 
standards of non-Left excellence, but would 
also show that the Art, Music and Literature 
of the Left are laughably inferior to that of 
any healthy civilisation of whatever limited 
development. 


Finally, the impoverishment of society is 
a deliberate left-wing policy, for the left does 
not want to rule over a powerful nation; it 
requires a nation of slaves: slavish in 
obedience, slavish in standards, slavish in 
thought, slaves so poor in mind and spirit that 
they will not question the shallow sophistries 
of their mindless, cultureless masters or rise 
against their unjust tyranny. 


NOTES: 


(1) The details will be found in Paul Johnson’s A 
History of the Modern World, pp. 336-337. 

(2) Revelations 15:2 

(3) The Associated Examining Board, General 
Certificate of Education, Advanced Level, 
November Examinations, 1991, English, Paper 
2: “You may take the texts for questions 2-9 into 
the examination room. The texts may contain 
marginal notes but the use of other materials such 
as critical works, dictionaries and additional 
notes is not allowed.” 

(4) Anne Stanton’s Prove It! Which is nothing 
more than a series of strip cartoons on ‘historical 
mysteries.’ 

(5) In the Royal Collection. 

(6) The article, the first section of the AEB 
examination referred to in (3), is by that well- 
known (to others, not to me and perhaps not to 
you) writer, stylist, and intellectual, Markie Robson 
Scott. Not counting the ‘reading-time’ of 15 
minutes, an hour and a half is allocated to this 
compulsory question. The other article is a 
whingeing moan by Philip Hedley, ‘artistic 


director’ ofthe Theatre Royal, Stratford East, also 
from The Guardian. Among his ‘artistic’ tasks 
was that of wearing a sandwich boardand parading 
the Stratford East shopping centre to try to drum 
up support for the theatre. His ‘artistic’ standards 
are revealed in the article: ‘Protests from irate 
Tory Mps (sic) about our portrayals of Margaret 
Thatcher helped sell seats.’ I suspect that The 
Guardian is the only paper read by the examiners 
of the AEB, as Paper I on the same examination 
consists solely of commenting on and summarising 
yet another article, by Michael Billington, from 
that ‘newspaper’. 

(7) For those wishing to pursue this matter, C.S. 
Lewis’ The Abolition of Man, a series of lectures 
given at the University of Durham, is deep, clear 
and succinct. 

(8) Lord of the Rings, Book III, Chap. 2 

(9) The texts on the above-mentioned AEB paper 
are: Alexander Pope: Essay on Criticism (a sop to 
the ‘classics’); Bryan Friel: Translations; Colin 
Maclnnes: England, Half English, John Fowles: 
The French Lieutenant’s Woman; Thomas 
Keneally: Schindler’s Ark; Susan Hill: A Bit of 
Singing and Dancing; Alice Walker: The Color 
Purple. Three questions only are to be answered; 
if the student chose to answer the question on 
Philip Wedley’s article, only one question needed 
to be answered on ‘literature’. Even if a student 
chose to study Pope’s work, he could answer: “(b) 
In the third section of the poem Pope writes about 
how a critic should behave. What ideas in this 
section can you apply to modern literature?”; in 
this way, a good proportion of the answer could 
be devoted to the other texts in the syllabus. 


BATTLE FOR HOLLYWOOD 


NICK GRITFIN surveys the machinations 


of the movie industry as Jews ‘stings’ Jans 


THE output of Hollywood has for decades been 
one of the key factors in the overwhelmingly 
effective propaganda war waged against the 
White race. Where the television news networks 
and mass circulation newspapers control the 
public’s perception of what is going on around 
us here and now, the movie moguls’ power 
operates on a rather longer term basis, 
undermining our people’s confidence and will 
to survive. 

The movies made in Hollywood studios serve 
up a slower acting poison — loud-mouthed ignorant 
rednecks, the middle-class girl finding true love 
with a Mexican barman, clever Black detectives, 
wholesome homosexuals and whip-wielding blonde 
beasts in black SS uniforms. 

Some Europeans, particularly the French, 
regard Hollywood’s dominance of the movie 
world as the spearhead of ‘American cultural 
imperialism.’ Such analysis misses the point. It 
has nothing to do with American imperialism, still 
less to do with culture. Hollywood is the heart of 
a Race War — a war to turn the white nations of 
the world into a demoralised, atomized, 
mongrelised rabble. 

Having worked so hard to establish this deadly 
stranglehold on long-term opinion forming, the 
controllers of Hollywood, almost entirely Jewish, 
were clearly deeply concerned when, at the end of 
the 1980s, the long boom in consumer electrical 
goods gave several Japanese companies the money 
and motivation to grab a piece of the lucrative 
Hollywood action. In 1989, Sony bought Victor 
Kaufman’s Columbia pictures for $3.4 billion and 
$1.2 billion in assumed debt. Their Japanese 
rivals Matsushita snapped up Lew Wasserman’s 
MCA two years later for $6.6 billion. Kosher 


populists muttered darkly about ‘Pearl Harbour — 
the sequel’ and inveighed against the perils of the 
‘American’ entertainment industry to fall into the 
hands of outsiders. The former owners seem to 
have been less concerned and happily pocketed 
the vastly inflated sales prices. Kaufman, for 
example, had paid only $750 million for Columbia 
when he bought it in 1982. 

In any case, Wasserman stayed on as Chief 
Executive at MCA — a case of having your bagel 
and eating it — while over at the Sony corporation 
of America vice-chairman Michael P. Schulhof 
was well positioned to make sure that everything 
stayed kosher. The Japanese were clearly only 
interested in the profits from successful movies, 
and in being able to link their electronic goodies 
to the prestige of top-name actors. They showed 
no sign atall of having any interest in the message 
putacross by the movies, justas long as they made 
money. In spite of this, the Jews, no doubt judging 
the Japs by their own methods and inclinations, 
saw the development as a potential threat. Not 
only were two important studios now no longer in 
their hands but if the pair of them made money 
other Pacific predators might follow their example. 
A counter-attack was begun immediately. 

The most obvious of this was the filming of 
Rising Sun, the thriller dealing with the relentless 
ambition of Japan and its threat to America. The 
novel was written by Michael Crichton, who by a 
remarkable coincidence was also the author of 
Spielberg’s Jurassic Park. The movie was directed 
by Philip Kaufman, who managed to work into the 
scripta scene ofa Japanese playboy using a naked 
American girlas a dining table — the kind of crude 
incitement to racial hatred hitherto reserved for 
the wicked Germans. In spite of the protests of 


THE RISING SUN 
Symbol of the new ‘threat’ to Hollywood 
and to America 


America’s growing Japanese minority, there is no 
doubt that we shall see plenty more along these 
lines, especially if back home in Tokyo magazines 
debunk the Holocaust theory. 
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BATTLE FOR HOLLYWOOD 


(Contd. from prev page) 


THE STING ON SONY 


The main line of attack, however, has been 
much more subtle. The new owners of Columbia, 
looking for chief executives with a proven track- 
record of picking moneymakers, turned for advice 
to Walter Yetnikoff, the Jewish chairman of CBS 
Records, which they had bought for $2 billion in 
1987. He advised-them to recruit his co-racials 
Peter Guber and Jon Peters. Peters had started his 
Hollywood career as a hairdresser, until his affair 
with Clinton ‘groupy’ Barbra Streisand took him 
to the depths of the Beverly Hills Sewer. By 1989 
he and Guber were a seemingly infallible team, 
having just added Batman and Rain man to their 
long string of lucrative hits. 

Sony duly hired Guber and Peters, but they 
didn’t come cheap. In addition to colossal salaries, 
the Japs had to spend some $600,000 to buy them 
out of the contracts they had recently signed with 
Warner Bros — part of America’s biggest 
entertainment company, Time Warner 
Communications, headed by Steven J. Ross, 

‘another Jew. Even more trustingly, Sony then 
gave the dynamic duo a totally free hand in how 
they ran the company and spent its money. 

A little of what then started to happen came out 
in an article in Vanity Fair in 1991. “As soon as 
Jon Peters got the job,” stated one Hollywood 
gossip, he “started sending empty Falcon jets to 
London at $30,000 a pop to pick up his girlfriend, 
and he put his girlfriend and his ex-wife on the 
Columbia payroll... and he redecorated the studio 
for another $100 million.” Peter Guber in his new 


postas Chairman of Sony Pictures Entertainment, 
proved just as inventive when it came to spending 
his employers’ money, from major office 
refurbishment to insisting that all key employees 
should have fresh flowers in their offices at all 
times. 

None of this of course, is any surprise — a 
modern corporate executive, Jew or non-Jew can 
pick up the scent of a trough-full of dollars on the 
headquarters’ top floor before his chauffeured 
limo has even left his mistress’s apartment. But 
what was strange was how Guber’s and Peters’ 
unbroken run of successes came to such an abrupt 
halt. In the words of the Independent on Sunday 
(19.2.95), probably the most slavishly pro-Jewish 
of British Establishment newspapers: “It was 
remarkable how fast and how thoroughly their 
golden touch deserted them. Hudson Hawk, starring 
Bruce Willis, was a box-office disaster, and was 
soon followed by the $40 million Bugsy, Spielberg’s 
$60 million Hook, and the $40 million Geronimo.” 

So many movies were made in the few years 
which followed that a few had to do reasonably 
well. Movie buffs will recall the similar problem 
encountered by the Blues Brothers with Springtime 
for Hitler in The Producers. But in addition to the 
relative successes of Sleepless in Seattle, 
Cliffhanger and Philadelphia, far greater losses 
were incurred by a series of flops, including Wolf, 
I'll Do Anything, My Girl 2, Blankman, The Next 
Karate Kid, I Like It Like That, The Road To 
Wellville and Shelley’s Frankenstein. The former 
golden boys racked up flop after flop. 


THE LOSSES MOUNT 

In 1991 Peters went off to set up his own 
operation — amazingly enough financed to the 
tune of several more millions by the ever trusting 


PETERS AND GUBER 
Hollywood golden boys. Made a mint for themselves and broke the Japs 
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Sony. At the same time, Guber appointed Mark 
Canton.as the head of Columbia pictures. In 1993 
Canton told journalists that “We’ve stopped 
overpaying,” butin spite of this purported outbreak 
of fiscal sanity, the company still hadn’t met its 
biggest disaster. A few months later, Columbia 
released Arnold Schwarzenegger’s Last Action 
Hero. It lost a staggering $100 million. All in all, 
Sony Pictures Entertainment recently registered a 
loss of $3.1 billion — probably the biggest disaster 
in Hollywood history. 

It has been rumoured that the Japanese 
considered selling up completely, but that no-one 
would give them anything like the price they paid 
for the outfit in the first place, so this would make 
their financial haemorrhage even worse and their 
loss of face complete. However, while they blunder 
around dazed by the scale of their catastrophe, the 
Jews are now offering them an honorable and 
mutually satisfactory way out. 

David Puttman, the Jew who ran Columbia 
during the mid-eighties, leaves little room for 
misunderstanding: “the Japanese are probably 
congenitally incapable of managing a movie studio. 
That’s not in any way to insult them, it’s simply a 
result of the very ordered way their. minds work. 
I think the Germans are likely to also prove 


‘incapable of managing a movie studio.” 


Puttman went on to use the columns of the 
Independent on Sunday to sketch the outcome 
which was clearly conceived as the Final Solution 
to the Japanese Question when Sony were first set 
up for this massive ‘sting.’ “It need never have 
been ownership. It could easily have been a 
financial relationship based on guaranteed access 
to the Columbia back catalogue. If I was Mr Ohga 
I’d say: ‘Now just a minute, I never really needed 
to own a movie studio. I never really wanted all 
those ongoing managerial problems in a situation 
that’s almost uncontrollable. But with guaranteed 
access to a major library I could launch all the 
hardware initiatives I wanted.’ Once you’ re inside 
and you see the chaos and confusion it’s inexcusable 
that a calm and ordered management doesn’t sort 
its priorities outand make a long-term arms-length 
deal.” 

“Within eighteen months to two years this will 
have to be the emerging solution. It will be devised 
by some acute lawyer on Wall Street who’ll earn 
several million dollars for doing it. It won’t look 
likea sale, itwill bean unbundling. The unbundling 
will involve Sony hanging on to the core rights 
they require, with future production and investment 
taken over by someone else, someone probably 
more competent or more naive.” 

In the light of the cost to Sony, there are 
unlikely to be any other Japanese investors ‘naive’ 
enough to gamble on enjoying better ‘luck’ with 
the stricken studio. So who is likely to be more 
‘competent’? Guber left Sony at the end of 1994, 
though he too managed to persuade the bewildered 
Japs to investin his new private movie development 
company. Now, according to the Independent on 
Sunday ‘there is growing speculation that soon 
even Sony’s film business will be controlled from 
New York, at least financially, under the 
stewardship of Schulhofand Jeff Sagansky, a one- 
time Tristar executive who was recently recruited 
from CBS entertainment.’ 

So it would seem that the saga is nearing its 
end. Having been overcharged and sabotaged, 
Sony are clearly already on the path suggested by 
Puttman. The Jews have made the Japs an offer 
they can’t refuse — “Leave us to make movies, 
you just sell them.” Perhaps we are already 
‘enjoying’ the first fruits of this new arrangement 
— Higher Learning, Columbia’s recently released 


‘piece of racial poison, received good write-ups 


from the (overwhelmingly Jewish) movie critics 
and has exceeded box-office expectations. 


MATSUSHITA GET STUNG 
At the same time as Sony was being brought 
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under control, a series of disasters struck 
Matsushita’s Hollywood venture, MCA-Universal 
Pictures. First there was growing tension between 
MCA-UP’s two top executives, former owner 
Lew Wasserman and his sidekick Sidney 
Sheinberg, and Matsushita. Then Steven Spielberg 
— who was responsible for the studio’s biggest 
blockbusters of the last two decades, ET and 
Jurassic Park — announced that he was setting up 
an independent multi-media production company. 

The prospect of losing their money-spinning 
star was particularly unnerving for the Japanese in 
view of the looming disaster of Kevin Costner’s 
hugely extravagant Waterworld. Whereas a major 
Hollywood production usually costs around £30 
million, Costner managed to blow more than $200 
million on his futuristic drama. As the industry 
buzzed with rumours about MCA heading for 
financial ruin, analysts at Paul Kagan Associates 
told the Wall Street Journal that Waterworld 
would have to gross $265 million, plus more than 
$100 million from video sales, just to break even. 

Panicked by the figures and the problems, 
Matsushita were all too ready for the advances of 
Jewish media fixer Michael Ovitz. Even though 
he was the one who had persuaded them to pay 
such an inflated price for MCA in the first place, 
they now readily accepted the deal he set up with 
Canadian-based alcohol giant, Seagram. 

The Seagram empire was founded by Samuel 
Bronfman, who made his fortune shipping bootleg 
liquor during the Prohibition. The ChiefExecutive 
today is his grandson, Edgar Bronfman Jr., who 
maintains the family tradition of being a financial 
and organisational mainstay of the Zionist octopus 
in North America. He is also noted for his belief 
in the financial and opinion-moulding power of 
‘multi-media’ and the information superhighway, 
or Internet. 

The MCA fiasco cost Matsushita a loss of $3 
billion, and the chastened Japanese will henceforth 


In recent months I have read a hed ii 


great deal of nonsense ut myself and 
certain of my associates. | am therefore 


issuing this public statement to set the record 


_ straight. 


lam not, nor have I ever been, nor will 1 


ever be, a member of the British National 


Party. Nor am | a fascist, an antiSemite, 
Jewish, insane, a secret state asset, or in any 


way connected with Larry O'Hara. 
I am an associate member of the Islamic 
Party of Great Britain, a long time Social 

redit ib 


ofte gh aad uopleaan 


, ‘anti-racists’ or Jewish puts 


cism and gives them carte - 


Piet both to lie with impunity and to ride 
roughshod over the rest of mankind, They are 
‘wrong. — 


‘Some of my publications have been 


advertised by Spearhead and sold by the 


British National Party. As much asI disagree 


__ with the BNP’s politics, | welcome such 
calghteamne ed progressiveness, and would 
b 


and hurts, not because of malice on my part, _alreac 


concentrate on electrical hardware. Seagram 
already owned a 15 per cent stake in Time 
Warner, so acquiring control of MCA has made 
Bronfman a major power in the Hollywood mind- 
bending machine. 

Combined with the events at Columbia, the 
takeover of MCA is decisive. In little more than five 


years, what seemed to be a tidal wave of Japanese 
ownership sweeping over Beverly Hills has heen 
broken on the slippery rocks of Jewish control. 
Pockets have been lined, another group of gullible 
people have been duped, and the most sophisticated 
brainwashing programme in history is once again 
firmly in the hands of its traditional owners. 


DRIBBLINGS FROM DREAMLAND 


Hi! Me and my mates Bernie and Mick 
Have started a new nationalist group: Essex 
Storm Front — “Shock Group Adolf Hitler.” 
Sounds really good dunnit? We’re élite we are 
— and with a na.ne like that everyoneknows it. 
We’ ve got these stickers we put up , so everyone 
knows like: 

We used to be in the BNP but we left it like. 
All that leafleting and talking to people — 
canvassing they called it. Christ, what a bore! 
We don’t leaflet and we don’t canvass and we 
definitely don’t talk to the people. We just talk 
to our mates. It means our security is ultra- 
tight! Of course, it means we don’t do much 
anymore and we don’t recruit anyone either, 
but that’s the price that’s got to be paid if you’ re 
going to be ultra hard-line and élite like us. 

Also now we don’t go leafleting, it means 
we can’t get recognised or jumped by the reds 
— not that we’re afraid of them like. I mean, 
we’re the élite! But having said that, you can’t 
be too careful can you? 

Bernie wanted us to have uniforms, but I 
said to him, “We’re not Hollywood Nazis you 
know.” Honestly, what a prat. We’ ve got these 
excellent baseball caps instead! 

Sometimes when we see BNP members we 
tell °em, “We’re proper national socialists we 
are. We’reélite.” Somecheeky new bloke with 
them told me to piss off, and that we were never 
eny useanyway. Practically called meacoward! 
He was lucky he was with two of his mates I can 


tell you! 

We’re not interested in elections and 
democracy — it’s all a waste of time and in any 
case, no one would vote for us anyway. That’s 
because the people are stupid and useless — and 
that’s why we don’t want to know ’em. It’s all 
fixed. 

The other thing about the BNP is that it was 
too high profile — everyone was on you. The 
reds, the establishment, the press, the TV. etc. 
The scrutiny and the pressure were just too 
much. It’s easier now we’ re out of it — we can 
take things easy like. No one knows about us 
now and we get left alone. We just talk to our 
mates and have secret meetings. Where the 


country will be in five or ten years time I don’t 
know. But at least we’ll be able to say “told you 
so!” Don’t get the impression we don’t do 
anything though. We go to football and jeer 
the black players in the other team (shame about 
our blacks though) and until it was banned, we 
used to ‘Sieg Heil’ them. That showed the 
bastards! The other week we ran through the 
town centre with balaclavas on ‘Sieg Heiling’ 
the shoppers. What a laugh; it almost got in the 
papers! Also, nearly every week or so, we go 
round to Bernies with a few cans and listen to 
his CD and record collection. And of course, 
we never miss a gig. So don’t tell me we do 
nothing, it’s not a cop-out. We do plenty! 
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THE NATIONALIST MILLENNIUM? 


FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON looks 
new century and a new era 


AS the year 2000 approaches, we can 
expect a flood of books, articles and 
broadcasts reviewing the last century and 
making more or less tentative predictions 
about the next. Threadbare phrases like 
‘end of an era,’ ‘dawn of anew age’ and the 
like will litter the mass media like confetti. 
In all this we can afford to ignore the 
blinkered views of party politicians, along 
with the politically correct mythologies of 
‘court’ historians and the wild-eyed 
speculations of immature technocrats and 
social engineers. The chattering classes are 
wont to describe as ‘historic’ only those 
events which seem to accord with their own 
tendentious outlook and self-interest, and 
are due for sharp reminders that those who 
choose to ignore the lessons of history will 
be obliged to repeat them... if they are 
lucky enough to survive that long. 

For all practical purposes, history is a 
record of competing ideologies and racial 
groups and of their relative success or failure 
in appropriating desirable homelands, raising 
living standards and influencing world affairs. 
We don’t have to like such gritty simplicities, 


ee, 


any more than we like gravity when falling 
off a ladder , but the sooner we come to terms 
with them the better our chances of survival 
as individuals and as a nation. But as the 
inimitable Mark Twain reminded us, most of 
the time the problem isn’t honest ignorance, 
“it’s just that what we know ain’t really so.” 
We should therefore examine some of the 
dogmas which have exerted such a malign 
influence on human society during the present 
century, since the unlearning process has 
involved our own country in accelerating 
socio-economic decline to the point where its 
very survival is in question. For what it’s 
worth then, here are some typical items in the 
baggage of those establishment worthies and 
placemen who have contrived to inflict more 
damage on Britain’s fortunes than any external 
enemy throughout our history: 
@[nternationalism must be pursued at 
whatever cost to individual nations like 
Britain, whose chief business is to 
demonstrate an infinite capacity for 
compromise, self-criticism and apologies 
for past greatness. 
@ Communications technology and 


QUEER COUPLE 
These two are engaged to be married. Conventional ‘wisdom’ says that this kind of 
thing will not undermine family values, social cohesion or the ‘moral order.’ 
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forward to the 


international business linkages have made 
nationalism an obsolete concept, and will 
pave the way to a ‘new world order.’ 
Political posturing and social engineering 
can dissolve all racial and gender differences 
into insignificance. 

@‘Multi-culturalism’ will prove superior 
to any of its disparate elements in its ability 
to create and sustain a viable and worthwhile 
society. 

@The planet’s natural resources can be 
made to support a Western life-style for all 
the so-called ‘developing nations’ within 
the foreseeable future. 

@By itself, ‘free market’ economics will 
provide the soundest basis for Britain’s 
prosperity, making best use of the world’s 
resources, avoiding war and ecological 
disasters. 

@Religious zealots will eventually sink 
their differences in the interests of universal 
harmony and peace. 

@Adequate social security benefits and 
education services will eventually abolish 
most criminal behaviour. 

@Promiscuity, feminism, abortion on 
demand, overt homosexuality and easy 
marriage/divorce will not seriously 
undermine family values, social cohesion 
and the ‘moral order.’ 

@Exposure of negroes to Western culture 
and facilities will make them just as 
innovative, resourceful, enterprising and 
self-reliant as any caucasian peoples in 
Europe and elsewhere. 

@Democracy and the universal franchise 
provide the only possible basis for a 
worthwhile future for any society anywhere 
in the world. 

The above list is not of course exhaustive, 
but it certainly represents what might be 
called the core values and beliefs of all those 
people who disparage nationalism and ‘racism’ 
at every opportunity. This ‘insider consensus’ 
is what actually sustains a fundamentally 
corrupt political order, regardless of inter- 
party bickering and the tattered facade of 
political pluralism. The general public is 
gulled by the Westminster Club and media 
pundits into believing that all the problems of 
national decline are either beyond human 
control altogether or can only be solved by 
those chiefly responsible for them. And 
meanwhile the national interest is submerged 
beneath showbiz politics, personality cults 
and moronic mass entertainments. 

Psychiatrists refer to a condition called 
‘cognitive dissonance’ which underlies most 
forms of nervous breakdown and is the result 
of entertaining fundamentally irreconcilable 
beliefs or attitudes. Victims vainly struggle 
to reconcile their treasured beliefs and fondest 
hopes with the uncompromising and often 
enough brutal facts of nature and history, 
finally resorting to various forms of escapism 
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such as drugs, moronic entertainment, total 
cynicism, bizarre cults, apathy and welfare 
dependency. We are currently witnessing 
these symptoms right across society, as the 


general public reacts to the profound inner 


contradictions between what it is led to believe 
and what natural instincts, inherent 
commonsense and practical experience insist 
upon. 

This social ‘pathology is the natural 
consequence of government by the liberal 
consensus. As with the neurotic individual, 
the only reliable remedy is to come to terms 
with reality, and this involves jettisoning all 
those untenable beliefs and attitudes which 
can only be self-destructive in the long run, 
if not sooner. All of which is apt to be very 
distressing; and not surprisingly the afflicted 
individuals much prefer to see the problem as 
someone else’s fault for not making reality 
conform to wishful thinking; hence personal 
fecklessness, undisciplined behaviour, 
contempt for any form of authority, and 
various forms of civil strife. Maintenance of 
the social contract depends on most citizens’ 
continuing belief that the government shares 
their most emphatic convictions regarding 
what is and what is not in the national 
interest. When, as now, that belief is visibly 
evaporating, we are entering a period of 
political and social confusion and instability. 
We have to slough off the fatal assumptions 
of so-called democratic liberalism if we want 
to arrest national decline and build robust 
foundations for Britain’s recovery in the next 
century. 

Cosmetic or symptomatic treatment of 
the national malaise is mere self-delusion; 
radical disease demands radical treatment. It 
seems to be a characteristic British attitude to 


wait until the situation becomes manifestly 
desperate before making an appropriate 
response, so we must expect things to get 
much worse before they get any better. Three 
basic conditions will have to be met before 
the British nationalist movement can expéct 
to achieve power:- 

1)Development of an impressively- 

disciplined, dedicated and efficient party 

organisation. 

2)Ability to communicate the nationalist 

manifesto in an effective and convincing 

manner to the wider public. 

3) Favourable socio-economic circum-stances. 

Since the socio-economic environment 
varies widely across the country, it follows 
that the nationalist movement will take root 
and grow much faster in some areas, and 
therefore it makes every kind of sense to 
devote our limited resources to the most 
promising localities, most especially before 
and during local and general elections. With 
a few powerfully entrenched BNP units in 
local government, we then break through the 
mass media censorship and drive an ever- 
increasing wedge into central government. 

Meanwhile, every effort should be made 
to ensure that party organisation and publicity 
arrangements are brought to the necessary 
stage of readinesss to exploit the local and 
national environment. In short, it has to be 
recognised that the road to power for the BNP 
will necessarily take us through the ruins of 
the present Establishment. 

Future historians will surely mark the 
turn of the twenty first century as the terminal 
illness of democratic liberalism, the time 
when the British people finally broke free of 
its deadly delusions and once again asserted 
the eternal verities of racial nationalism. 


AUSTRIA MOVES AHEAD 
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other nationalist movements elsewhere in 
Europe. More than any other nationalist leader, 
Haider has pitched his message at intelligent, 
middle-class patriots who might otherwise 
have drifted into supporting the conservatives. 

The moderation of Haider’s message, and 
his apparent disdain for the old-fashioned 
‘jackboots and drums’ type of campaigning has 
led to predictable accusations that his movement 
has ‘gone soft.’ This is the traditional ‘hard liner’ 
critique which has been levelled at Gianfranco 
Fini, Jean-Marie Le Pen and indeed at John 
Tyndall in our own country. 


BNP WEB SITE 


The BNP is now on the internet with its own 
web site, called British National Party 
News Service. The development is a 
tremendous advance, because the internet is 
the most significant political development 
since the coming of television. Within two 
years, the Net will have a user base of over 
5 million. These people will be able to access 
BNP comment & news and read British 
Nationalist & Spearhead at the click of a 
button. Media censorship is bypassed. 
BNP News Service at:- 
http://ngwwmall.com/frontier/bnp/ 


The obvious answer is that modern-day 
nationalists differ from their predecessors only 
in the presentation, not the substance of their 
policies. By his ‘respectability’ and mainstream 
campaigning style, Jorg Haider has achieved 
the one thing that frightens the Establishment 
most of all: credibility. 

Last month, the Freedom Party won just 
over 22 per cent of the vote in the Austrian 
parliamentary elections. This was fractionally 
under what his opponents had feared but still 
an impressive result, won in the face of a huge 
scare campaign mounted against it by the 
ruling Social Democrats. Jorg Haider has 
time on his side. If his political progress 
continues to accelerate, he could indeed be 
Chancellor by 1998. 


THE 50-SEAT CAMPAIGN 
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money spent out on the General Election 
campaign will soon be made up by the income 
generated by the party’s growth immediately 
after the election. The atmosphere they will 
find — asaresult of the purging of undesirable 
elements referred to earlier — will be one in 
which they can be encouraged in their 
enthusiasm, their vigour and their abilities. 
Above all, we need to take these new recruits 
and to mould them in our own form, to instill 
in them the ideology necessary to turn green 
recruits into the next generation of party 
stalwarts, organisers and key activists. 
With thousands and thousands of new 
enquiries to come with the next General 
Election, the BNP is sure to recruit a large 
number of new members. The immediate 
aftermath of that will leave the party 
stronger than ever before — stronger and 
better equipped to face the new challenges 
that will follow in the last few remaining 


years of this century. The new dawn 
approaches — Tomorrow belongs to us! 
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‘Spearhead ' 
c/o PO Box 117 
Welling 
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SIR: In last month’s report on the BNP’s 
Annual Rally it was stated that a guest 
speaker was Dr. William Pierce, head of the 
National Alliance. No doubt you are aware 
that the NA is anti-Christian and, should it 
come to power, would revive the ancient 
pagan religion given to the worship of such 
gods as Thor, Odin, etc. It is also its 
intention to ‘root out’ Christianity. The 
Alliance confirmed this to me in writing 
some months ago when I queried its stand 
on religion. Your views on Christianity are 
a little less clear but, I would guess, 
somewhat similar, for example the advert- 
ising of pagan greeting cards at Christmas 
time. 

I am a Christian. I am also a non-active 
member of the BNP, but I am bound to ask: 
what sort of company am I in? Is it possible 
that some day I and my fellow-Christians 
will be ‘rooted out’ by a party with such 
views as the one held by the National 
Alliance? 

P.J. FEEHAN 

Norwich, Norfolk 

EDITOR’S REPLY: Mr. Feehan’s reasoning 
is almost impossible to follow. The invit- 
ation to the leader of the National Alliance 
to speak at a BNP meeting does not indicate 
that the BNP endorses every one of its 
policies, only that there are some areas of 
common belief and common interest between 
our two organisations. I happen to know 
that Dr. Pierce is himself not a Christian 
but I have no knowledge of any policy of his 
organisation to ‘persecute’ Christians if it 
won political power, and I have too much 
respect for. Dr. Pierce’s intelligence to 
imagine he would ever contemplate trying. 
Nevertheless, what policy the NA has on 
Christianity for the United States (if any) 
has no bearing on our decision to welcome 
its leader to speak on a platform in Britain. 

As for the BNP, it is necessary to 
reiterate what has been stated time and time 
again: that the party does not become 
involved in religious conflicts or alignments. 
It has many members who are Christians 
and some who are non-Christians, that is 
their private business. As for the suggestion 
that we might ‘root out’ Christians on 
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obtaining political power, I would say that 
that would be about as intelligent as burning 
down Canterbury Cathedral and forbidding 
performances of Bach’s St. Matthew 
Passion. 


SIR: We have seen the end of the Church of 
England, according to incisive northern 
columnist Peter Mullen (Northern Echo, 
December 4th). This is indeed a verifiable 
truth. As an enthusiastic Christian and 
upholder of the values of western civilis- 
ation (Christianity being the religion of the 
West), I am filled with dismay at Christen- 
dom’s decline and Islam’s growing strength. 
The traditional church in these islands is 
undoubtedly now so weak that Britain’s 
Muslims, when they think the appointed 
time has arrived, will have no problem 
finishing us off as a Christian nation. For if 
things carry on as they are there will be an 
era in British history when the Muslims’ 
innate repugnance towards that which 
opposes their faith will flare up into some 
kind of jihad against us ‘infidels’, leaving 
British Christendom in total tatters. 
A popular Muslim slogan is: ‘‘Islam: our 
religion today, yours tomorrow!”’ 
ANDREW LIGHTFOOT 
Bridlington, East Yorks. 


SIR: We have had the usual posturing from 
our leaders and the media over the ghastly 
killing of the headmaster in North London, 
but when will these people finally admit that 
it is their grotesque multi-racial society that 
is to blame? These things could not have 
happened in the 1940s and 1950s. Then the 
British people were amongst the most law- 
abiding in the world; today we are a mish- 
mash of rootless people with no sense of 
right or wrong. 

America has experimented with multi- 
racialism for many years with no success. 
Why should we be any different? 

The killing of Philip Lawrence is the tip 
of the iceberg. A huge amount of other 
violence and mayhem is being hushed up by 
the media. It’s time we started hanging and 
birching again so that at least we might get 
some restitution against these criminals. 

O.W. DICKERSON 
Stamford, Lincs. 


SIR: A front-page headline in The Daily 
Mail of December 2nd screamed ‘Rosemary 
West suicide alert’. The report following 
said that the child murderess had been 
moved to a prison hospital wing at Durham, 
where she is serving a life sentence, and put 
under a special suicide watch. 

One wonders why! Supposing that this 
monster did manage to kill herself while in 
jail, that would simply save the taxpayers 
hundreds of thousands of pounds over the 
many years that she is liable to remain in 
prison (she is now 41) if she lives. 

That we should go to all this trouble to 
keep such a person alive demonstrates what 
a crazy world we are living in as we 
approach the end of the 20th century. 

B.A. SIMMONDS 
Cinderford, Glos. 


SIR: Press reports last month stated that 
Princess Diana’s quest to become ~ roving 
ambassadoress for Brita‘ had met with a 
frosty reception from Baroness Chalker, the 
Minister of Overseas Development, and that 
the Baroness was leading a Whitehall battle 
to thwart the Princess’s ambition. It was 
said that Baroness Chalker was ‘‘horrified at 
the prospect of what she sees as her job — 
distributing Britain’s largesse abroad — 
being snatched by the princess. ’’ 

I reacted to this news with much amuse- 
ment — one global do-gooder jealous of 
another! We should not be surprised. Behind 
all the facade of ‘humanitarianism’ the main 
thing that motivates these people is the 
gigantic ego trip they experience in the 
course of their work, together with the 
tremendous inner glow of self-righteousness 
that they experience while doling out other 
people’s money but being the main recipient 
of the beneficiary’s gratitude. 

G. BOLTON (Mrs.) 

' Berwick-upon-Tweed, Northumberland 


SIR: Last year I was amazed at the heat the 
subject of music brought to the pages of 
Spearhead. There was one article after 
another, it seemed to me, both for and 
against ‘rock’ music. I myself have a wide 
taste, ranging from the dreaded ‘rock’ to 
folk and classical. To blanket-label everyone 
who enjoys rock, as one writer did, as 
‘degenerate’ seems as daft to me as labelling 
everyone who enjoys classical as ‘boring’, 
‘old’ or ‘pretentious’. Surely, the best thing 
to do in this case is let music join the 
monarchy and religion as areas best left well 
alone. For nationalists to bicker over these 
matters is not very constructive, particularly 
when there is so much in this country that is 
going wrong and on which we do agree. 
TONY LECOMBER 
Ilford, Essex 


SIR: We have heard a lot of talk lately 
about the proposal for a referendum on the 
adoption of a single Euro currency, and 
Premier Major is hinting that he may hold 
one. If so, we should be on our guard. 

In a report in the Sunday Telegraph on 
December 24th it was stated that Major 
would order right-wing Cabinet ministers to 
resign if they refused to give their public 
support to a Cabinet majority decision in 
favour of the currency. With Labour’s 
Shadow Cabinet certain to be unanimously 
for the currency, this would mean that in 
any referendum taking place all the leaders 
of all the Westminster parties except the 
Ulster Unionists would be urging the public 
to vote ‘yes’. We can be quite sure that this 
call for a ‘yes’ vote would be accompanied 
by soothing talk about Britain not losing any 
‘essential sovereignty’ (Edward Heath’s 
phrase, remember?). In that situation we 
could by no means be sure that the British 
people would reject the scheme. Our rulers 
are con artists, and we should never trust 
them an inch. 

L.D. JOHNSON 
Haslemere, Surrey 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 0181-316-4721 


154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3D 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. 
A ‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and their 
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light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 

BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first appeared 
in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and this combined 
edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 

BEHIND THE SCENE (Douglas Reed) £3.50. A 
reprint of the second part of the author’s Far and Wide, 
published in 1953. The new themes are titled ‘Zionism 
Paramount’ and ‘Communism Penetrant’. 93pp. 

* BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. Although 
aimed primarily at an American audience it has world 
wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large pages. 
BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 

BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain’s disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence from EC 
bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbut) £1.99. A classic retelling 
of the stories of legendary British and other European 
heroes, such as Beowulf, Sir Gawayne, Chuchulain, 
Hereward, Roland and Robin Hood. 1910 (rep. 1994), 
311pp. 

* BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled “A history of four nations’ this is an outline of 
British history by an academic historian stressing the 
role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 1989, 
324pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 

* CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nige: Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking to suppress the historian David Irving’s freedom 
to travel and communicate and of the smear campaign 
against him. The book relates largely to Mr. Irving’s 
efforts to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


* CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 


* CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned Ly all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler. 
1987, 591pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
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century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 

CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 
AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND 
(Col. B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of 
articles appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with 
facts about the ownership of the media and their political 
bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A best seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) £1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly 
refutes the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. 28pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America and not just simply the black-white situation. 
2nd edition 1981, 613pp. 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 


FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. A 
graphic portrayal of the decay of our political and social 
life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “‘...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FRAUDULENT GOSPEL, THE (Bernard Smith) 
£2.95. The third edition of a devastating exposé of the 
World Council of Churches and its support for 
communism and terrorism. 1991, 168pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 

FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the European 
Community — from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the Bilder- 
berg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 95pp. 
GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New American and a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 

GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 

GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann ITI) £4.00. Very comprehensive and well- 
written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel and 
freedom of speech and inquiry in Canada. 1985, 95pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work by a well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler’s Germany 
1933-39 and Hitler’s War (1977 ed.). 1991, VI, 857pp. 
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methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 


dissects a number of popular myths. 2nd ed. 
1977, 315pp. 

HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. An 
independent libertarian researcher defends the rights of 
holocaust revisionists and exposes the lies of the 
individuals and organisations seeking to suppress free 
enquiry on the subject. Packed with facts and quotations. 
1994, 179pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of the 
post-war period. The author, whose real name was 
Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and other 
‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole ideology 
of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 625pp. 
I.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? 
(Robert Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal 
of Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 
(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 
of modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 
1983, 94pp. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 
LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ by an American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter effectively 
testified that such installations could not have existed in 
German occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 
LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies and 
crimes ofthe Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hill and a demolition 
ne ridiculous book The: Other Face of Terror. 1994, 
PP- 
MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 


MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. A distinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and offers 
. head based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 1983, 
p. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MIGHT OF THE WEST, THE (Laurence R. Brown) 
£12.00. An American engineer-scholar gives a new 
interpretation of the history of western civilisation, 
showing the importance of the mediaeval contribution to 
philosophy and science, and showing that the decline of 
the West is not historically inevitable, as some would 
teach us. 1963, vii, 562pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 
NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including inform- 
ation on previous upheavals. The author had the honour 
of being imprisoned without trial for four years during 


World War II, despite his status as a member of parlia- - 


ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the myth of American 
‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

* NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo 
F. Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions 
in a number of areas, showing that they are based not on 
hate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972,288pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
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seeker of truth. Mr. Baron says that the truth 
is often ugly and hurts; here Ray Hill, one- 
time ‘nationalist,’ is exposed as traitor, liar, 
coward, blackmailer and thief. 


£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective 
and scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist book, 
but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 

RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows 
that a sense of racial identity is an essential element of 
nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since 
it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 

* RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopards spots, The 


-klansman and The Traitor, three great novels dealing 


with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American South after 
the Civil War as seen from the Southern Whites’ point 
of view. Dixon’s novels inspired the epic D.W. Griffith 
film Birth of a Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite 
picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 
RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity but that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


* RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of Searchlight 
magazine. Shortly after this exposure of Gable’s lies, 
the author was assaulted at his home by a group of thugs. 
1993, 53pp. 


* SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 

SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) £5.99. 
The author’s solution of self-determination for Ulster 


under the Crown may be contentious, but the book 
makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to which the 
province has been subjected by direct rule. 1992, 192pp. 
SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexuality, with 
an account of the rise-of the ‘Gay Liberation’ movements 
and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not sensationalist but 
nor is it for the squeamish or easily shocked. 1992, 482pp. 


SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 
tradition with important sections on the relations between 
Moslems and host societies and Islam and Zionism. 
1991, 357pp. 

SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an Austrian 
professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count. Leon de Poncins) £3.50. 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 
STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the communist 
and financial conspiracies and showing the link between 
the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain’s 
survival and offering solutions to the problem of inflation. 
1971, viii, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRA CASE 
(Doug Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s 
courtroom defence of the persecuted Canadian 
schoolteacher Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 

TOO BRIGHT THE VISION? (Arthur Lewis) £7.99. 
The reminiscences of a valiant clergyman who upheld 
the causes of Christianity and civilised rule in Rhodesia. 
Despite being born in the UK, the author had the honour 
of being barred from this country by the Wilson régime. 
1992, viii, 279pp. 

* TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the nation 
state and points out the perils of free trade. 1994, 216pp. 


* TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of the 
Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 1994 
123pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 1 
VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed Zhe 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian Revolution 
are proved beyond all question by an established scholar. 
1974, 228pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that Hitler 
had big financial backing from Wall Street. Read what 
he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt’s son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way toa satisfactory and 
beneficial financial system. A long-established classic. 
1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 

* YESTERDAY & TOMORROW £4.50. Acollection 
of articles on ‘The Tradition of National Revolution.’ 
Featured authors include Belloc, Chesterton, Fr. Fahey 
and Corneliu Codreanu. 1994, 80pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. 
Lilienthal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first published 
in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 20th century 
history, covering such events as the Bolshevik 
Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of Rhodesia 
and the relationship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, iii, 205pp. 
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A New Way Forward 


A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the recent 1992 
election. Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way 
Forward (above) but with different title, cover design 
and introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced out of collaboration between BNP 
Devon Branch and party headquarters. 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 

This, the latest BNP booklet, is about the role of the BBC 
as a weapon of mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises 
the text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission following the 
odious Public Eye programme shown in January 1993. 
Although the complaint is about one specific TV 
programme, its general drift could be said to apply toa 
wide range of anti-nationalist propaganda on TV and 
radio. 44p post-free. 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting 
for. The handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in promoting 
and building the British National Party at local branch 
level, starting from scratch when the activist is entirely 
alone. This booklet is a mine of information that ail 
activists, old and new, will find valuable in the quest to 
make their activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than just an 
armchair nationalist. The Handbook is illustrated and 
runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
that has just been produced by the British National Party 
to supplement its Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and contains five 
sections:- (1) General Principles of Propaganda; (2) 
Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for Elections; (4) Speaking 
to the Media; and (5) Speaking from the platform and 
presentation of Party meetings. Special attention is also 
given to dealing with enemy smears — valuable for this 
alone. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Badges 


British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 

£1.50 each post-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. 

BNP Key Rings 

Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 post-free. 
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TWO LEAFLETS TO PUSH 


The new hang Child Murderers leaflet & The 
anti-Tory leaflet that is getting big results 
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PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


BNP Cloth Logo 


BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 
sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP Leaflets 

Defend Rights for Whites! leaflet rallying white people 
to defend their heritage and oppose multi-racialism. The 
leaflet looks at the effect of multi-racialism on Law and 
Order, Housing, Health Care, Employment, Education 
and Social Welfare. It also deals with the treasonable 
role of the mass media in promoting multi-racial Britain. 
This leaflet is larger than the standard BNP product. 
Text and illustrations cover two sides of an A4 format, 
which is to be folded into three panels each side. £10.00 
per 1,000, with postage charges of £5.25 per 1,000. 


Vote British National Party. This leaflet focuses on the 
BNP election victory in Tower Hamlets in September 
1993 and stresses how this has changed the entire face 
of British politics, saying that now the BNP has shown 
that it can win elections it has a new credibility and a vote 
for it undoubtedly counts. The leaflet also gives a brief 
synopsis of the main policies on which the party will be 
fighting forthcoming elections. This is recommended as 
an excellent election ‘warm-up’ leaflet. It should be 
used as a supplement to, not a substitute for, the 
standard personalised candidate’s leaflet. The leaflet 
contains a photograph of BNP Councillor Derek Beackon 
at his moment of victory. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed 
for BNP Autumn and Winter 1992 and Spring 1993 
recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Immigration: the time to say STOP! Leaflet drawing 
attention to the still large numbers of immigrants coming 
into Britain and calling for repatriation. 


Election warm-up leaflet. This leaflethas been prepared 
specially for areas where the BNP plans to put up 
candidates for elections, whether parliamentary or local 
government. It precedes the final leaflet bearing the 
candidate’s name, and is designed for ‘warm-up’ 
purposes. Based on the ‘Rights for Whites’ theme, it is 
especially valuable for areas where immigration and 
race are a big issue. 


Wake up Scotland! Leaflet specially designed to bring 
the BNP message to Scotland. 

Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of 
the fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in 
fishing areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet — replacing old 
one on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the 
killing of little children — especially topical following 
gruesome West case. 

Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the 
Major government. 

These leaflets cost £4.50 per 1,000, with postage 
charges of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 
AOE LEGS LET LS TERRIER GAL RTE GAR IE AEE DIE RE EE OM INSEE TOOT 


STOCK CLEARANCE 
ALL THESE ITEMS MUST GO! 


Hang Child Murderers (old style) — Only 10,000 
left. Order now. First come, first served! 


Stand by Ulster! Leaflet supporting Loyalists in 


Northern Ireland and listing BNP policies for the 
province. 


These leaflets are FREE! Only postal charges of 
£4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000 payable. But 
ONLY to acredited paid up members for 1995 or 
1996 (please quote membership number) OR 
recognised groups or branches. 


EEA NTT SETA AER RIES ERS ER 
BNP Recordings 


Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William 
Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Video for Rally ’95 costs £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 
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Video-recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 11th 1995 


Hear:- 
JOHN MORSE (Chairman) 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
THOMAS ANDERSSON 
MICHAEL NEWLAND 
Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


RNP Recardinas. cio PO Box 117. Wellina, Kent DA16 3DW 


This is the latest British National Party 
rally video — just out of our studio! This is 
the rally the authorities tried their best to 
stop. Hear the voices of John Morse, 
Richard Edmonds, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall, with special guests from 
overseas Thomas Andersson (Sweden) and 
Dr. William L. Pierce (U.S.A.). This is an 
ideal New Year present for friends and 
family. Price is £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally 94, Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November 5th 1994. Hear and 
see speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. 
Hear and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, 
Kirk Lyons, Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches 
by Syd Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude 
Cornilleau, David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches 
by Steve Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy 
Butler, Tony Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard 
Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally °90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches 
by David Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl 
Philipp, Tony Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally °89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 14th 1989. Hear and see speeches 
by Mark Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony 
Morgan, David Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds 
and John Tyndall. 


Rally °87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in 
London on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches 
by Ronald Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter 
Peel, Richard Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Garnett, David 
Bruce and John Tyndall. 


Videos for Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £12.00 plus 
98p p&p. 
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BRIXTON MAYHEM 
JUST ONE MORE 
REMINDER OF THE 
DISASTROUS 
CONSEQUENCES OF 
MULTI-RACIALISM 


It was a disturbance just waiting 
to happen. Mayhem broke out in 
Brixton in 1981, then again in 
1985. Since then, violence and 
criminality have been everyday 
features of life in this London 
district, though disorder on a 
really large scale appears not to 
have occurred. 

Until the night of December 
13th last. 

Then, hundreds of hooligans 
went on the rampage, attacking 
not only police but shops, car 
showrooms. and ordinary passers- 
by — in fact anyone who had the 
misfortune to be white. 

The pretext was the death in 
police custody of a young black 
man, Wayne Douglas, suspected of 
aggravated burglary. When police 
had gone to arrest him nine days 
previously, he had pulled a knife 
on them. Naturally, they did not 
pussyfoot around. They over- 
powered him using batons. Some 
time later he was found dead in 
his cell. A medical examination 
found that he had a heart 
condition. Unfortunate, but if one 
has heart trouble it is unwise to 
allow oneself to get into a situation 
of this kind. 

Nine days later, the mobs were 
on the streets. It was quite obvious 
the operation was organised and 
planned. Leading black agitators 
had moved in with the clear 
objective of exploiting the issue for 
political ends. They included ‘Civil 
Rights UK’ activist Rudy Narayan, 
who addressed a meeting outside 
Brixton police station (can you see 
white nationalists being allowed to 
do that?) Narayan accused the 
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Here we go again: 


THE MORNING AFTER 
Scene of destruction not unfamiliar in Brixton 


police of being ‘killers’ and went 
on to say: ‘They will not 
understand what they have done 
until one of them has been killed.”’ 

A little after Narayan’s incite- 
ment, a mob tried to do just that. 
One police motor cyclist was 
attacked and beaten savagely until 
rescued in the nick of time. 

In the course of the night’s 
terror, molotov cocktails were 
hurled at police; shop windows 
were smashed and the contents 
looted; cars were set on fire; even 
guns were heard going off. The 
situation became so bad that 
armed police units had to be 
rushed to the scene. 

Afterwards, all the familiar 
excuses were trotted out. TV 
cameras the next day went to the 
scene and interviewed what the 
presenters called members of the 
‘local community’. Strangely, all 
of them were black — though this 
could be because Whites were too 
frightened to come on screen. 
Needless to say, it was all the 
police’s fault! They had ‘over- 
reacted’ to a ‘peaceful demon- 
stration’. The locals were angry 
over the death of ‘Wayne’, as they 
called him, and were getting back 
at the police because of this. Some 
said that the trouble was the result 


of many years of police harass- 
ment of young black people. 

None of this explained why the 
mobs had burned cars and looted 
shops — neither presumably police 
property! — and assaulted 
ordinary people in the street. 

Reports on the trouble were at 
pains to mention that the rioters 
were both ‘black and white’, but 
eye-witness accounts that we have 
had indicate that the mobs were 
overwhelmingly black. The 
presence of a few Whites could 
well be explained by left-wing 
activists, some of whom would be 
white, deciding to get in on the 
action for their own purposes. 

The conflagration in Brixton on 
the night of December 13th shows 
once again that the multi-racial 
experiment in Britain has been a 
disaster. Yet in all the agonised 
public debate that has followed the 
trouble just about every cause has 
been discussed except the most 
important and fundamental one: 
RACE! Whether it is their fault or 
ours is beside the point; large 
numbers of black people simply 
cannot integrate into our society 
and respect our laws. When are 
we going to wake up and scrap 
this ghastly experiment once and 
for all? 


FOR "96 — JOIN THE PARTY! 


THIS year will probably be the last full 
year before the next General Election. 
Do what you can to help the party carry 
on the fight against our nation’s enemies 
and join up! Rates are the same as last 
year: £20 a year with a SO per cent 
discount available for OAPs, full-time 
students and the unemployed. 

All current member’s subscriptions 
are due for renewal as from the Ist of 
January. Don’t delay, send off today! 

Every member’s dues goes toward 
maintaining the party’s infrastructure, 
keeping it functioning and making it 
more effective. The BNP is leading the 
fight for the British way of life, and 


Wanted: Spearhead No. 197 (March 1985). 
Good clean condition essential. Box 1985, 
Spearhead. 


Editor: Nick Griffin M.A. (Hons) 
Cantab. 
Produced in partnership with Surrey 
British National Party. 


Britain’s lively new Nationalist 
magazine. 
24 pages of politics, culture, cartoons, 
strategy and humour. 
Send 7 first class stamps, 5 ICR’s or 
U.S. $3 bills to: 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, Surrey, 
SMS5 4QW, England. 
Don’t miss out - send for your copy 
today! 


Buy 
BRITISH NATIONALIST 


in bulk 

British Nationalist retails at 30p. 
Supplies in bulk are available at the 
following rates (standing orders 
welcome):- 

10 copies £2.80 

25 copies £6.60 

50 copies £12.00 
100 copies £21.00 
150 copies £30.00 
200 copies £36.00 
300 copies £50.40 
400 copies £66.00 
500 copies £78.00 by roadline 
Cheques/POs to British Nationalist, 
c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please keep orders, 
enquiries and payments to BN 
entirely seperate from all other 
correspondance and remittances 
SO as to avoid confusion and delay. 


showing the British people that one party 
does speak for them — the British 
National Party! 

At the next General Election, the 
BNP will attract more votes than ever 


NEW CONTRIBUTER 


On this new year, we take the opportunity 
to welcome to our team of regular contrib- 
uters to Spearhead Nick Griffin. Mr. Griffin 
will be known to some readers as editor of 
the thought-provoking nationalist quarterly 
magazine The Rune. Henceforth he will also 
be writing a monthly article for our own 
columns, beginning this month on page 13. 


New BNP merchandise 

BNP mugs: White ceramic mugs with BNP 
roundel and slogan ‘Fighting Back for Britain’ on 
both sides. £4.50 post-free. 

BNP baseball-style caps: All-cotton royal blue 
caps with your unit name embroidered on front in 
white (or Great Britain, England, Scotland, 
Wales, etc.). Adjustable one size fits all. £7.00 
post-free. 

Anti-EC car-stickers: Union Jack next to Euro 
Flag crossed out in red. Total size 5" x 2". No 
mention of BNP so suitable for users of any 
political affiliation. £2.00 post-free. 

Obtainable from BM Box 7153, London WC1N 
3XX. Please make POs or cheques out to SDSC. 


before and recruit more new members 
than ever before, making the BNP 
stronger than ever before! Do what you 
can to make that happen. 

Join the party, build the victory! 


THANK YOU! 


The Editor, Mrs. Tyndall and their 
daughter Marina would like to convey 
their sincerest thanks to all those readers 
and other supporters who sent them 
greetings cards during the recent festive 
season. It is hoped that everyone will 
recognise that, in view of the number 
involved, it-would be impossible to send 
out reciprocal cards to all, and that 
therefore this message of appreciation will 
suffice. Anyway, a happy new year to all 
these well-wishers and all other readers! 


APOLOGIES! 


With our article published last month 
under the title “Where Ulster Unionists Are 
Going Wrong’ we named the writer as 
‘Andrew Bowyer,’ whereas the correct name 
should have been Andrew Bower. We 
apologize to Mr. Bower for this error. 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to obtain copies for themselves every 
month and to those who wish to obtain copies for redistribution. Those wanting copies for 
themselves each month are recommended to take out a subscription by filling in the form 
below and sending it to us with the applicable sum. 


CPP OPCS OOOO SSE ESEE ETH T HOO S SEES EEESESESEEHOTHTE SSE EOE EHOOEC TESST TEE E EEO R EERE EEEES SEDO eEeDeeeeeeeeseeeeEeeeS 
eee PPPS PPE CCE CEUOCOCCeeeerrrrrrrrererrrr ree rrr ry 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 
BritishIsles: £16.250 Overseas surface mail: £18.350 UnsealedairmailEurope: £19.300 
Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N&S America: £25.700 Unsealed air mail Australasia, 
Far East: £27.300 

PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in pounds sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the case 
of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying for 
banker's commission and charges. 

Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 

10-19 copies: 80p each; 20-49 copies: 72p each; 50-99 copies: 60p each; 100- 
199 copies: 50p each; 200-499 copies: 43p each; 500 copies or over: 40p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 

All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to 
Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment 
for Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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ISLINGTON & CAMDEN 

BM Box 3958, London WC1IN 3XX 
TOWER HAMLETS & NEWHAM 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, 

Hackney, London E2 7BZ 
HILLINGDON 

c/o PO Box 328, Hounslow, 

Middlesex TW5 OXF 

HOUNSLOW 

PO Box 328, Hounslow, 

Middlesex TW5 0XF 
RICHMOND-UPON-THAMES 

PO Box 94, Teddington, 

Middlesex TW11 9EY 
HAMMERSMITH & FULHAM 
BM Box 1245, London WC1IN 3XX 
SURREY, CROYDON & MERTON 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, 

Surrey SM5 4QW 


SOUTH EAST LONDON 

c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW 

GREENWICH 

Telephone line:- 0181-856-5484 
EPPING FOREST 

c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW 

WEST KENT 

PO Box 48, Tonbridge TN11 9JF 
EAST KENT 

PO Box 8, Ashford TN23 2EL 
MILTON KEYNES 

PO Box 811, Bradwell Common, 
Milton Keynes, Bucks. MK13 8YZ 
BEDFORD 

PO Box 174, Kempston, 

Bedford MK42 8EQ 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE 

PO Box 817, Waterbeach, 
Cambridge CBS 9JR 

BERKSHIRE & NORTH HANTS. 
BCM Box 4110, London WC1N 3XX 
WOKING & DISTRICT 

BM Box 7153, London WCIN 3XX 
DEVON 

BM Box 4238, London WCIN 3XX 


BRISTOL, AVON & SOMERSET 
c/o BM Box 4238, London WC1N 3XX 


The Secretary 

c/o P.O. BOX 117 
WELLING 

KENT DA16 3DW 
"PHONE 0374-454893 
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Contact your 
local party unit! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is 
organised into active units extending over 
most of the United Kingdom. Here we give 
a list of the main units. 


CARDIFF 
PO Box 632, Cardiff CF2 1UU 


COVENTRY & WARWICKSHIRE 
c/o BM Box 1245, London WC1N 3XX 


BIRMINGHAM 
PO Box 771, Great Barr, 
Birmingham B44 9LZ 


HEREFORD & WORCESTER 
PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


STOURBRIDGE 
c/o PO Box 229, Worcester WR2 4SU 


CANNOCK 
PO Box 3, Cannock WS11 2AF 


STOKE-ON-TRENT 
PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 OSG 


BURTON-ON-TRENT 
c/o PO Box 312, Hanley, Staffs. ST1 0SG 


LEICESTER 
PC Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 


NOTTINGHAM 
PO Box 2, Carlton, Nottingham NG4 3EQ 


MANSFIELD & ASHFIELD 
PO Box 20, Mansfield, Notts. NG19 6HP 


CHESTERFIELD 
PO Box 174, Chesterfield, 
Derbyshire S40 1FP 


SAE SES SETS OT OT ATS TEE ERSTE IEE 


The BNP also has units in Staines, 
Redbridge, Barking & Dagenham, Havering, 
Southend-on-Sea, Isle of Sheppey, Reading, 
Southampton, Bournemouth, Gloucester- 
shire, Stevenage, Enfield & East Herts., 
Grantham, Derby, Ilkeston, Scunthorpe, 
North Wales, Port Talbot, Barry, Tonypandy, 
Ebbw Vale, Bolton & Bury, Ashton-under- 
Lyme, Batley, York, Skipton, Tees-side, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Falkirk, Fife, 
Cumbernauld, Airdrie, Clydebank, Greenock, 
Dumbarton, Lanarkshire, Ayr, Cumnock 
(Ayrshire) and Highlands & Islands. If you 
want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 
Office c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 
3DW. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 50p for information pack to:- 


Printed & published by Albion Press, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


LINCOLN 
PO Box 57, Lincoln LNS 7RQ 


WARRINGTON 
c/o PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 7PT 
ROCHDALE 

PO Box 118, Rochdale, 

Lancs. OL16 1AH 


OLDHAM 

PO Box 10, Oldham, Lancs. OL8 2WW 
BLACKBURN 

c/o PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. 
OL14 7NQ 

TODMORDEN 

PO Box 15, Todmorden, Lancs. OL14 7NQ 
BLACKPOOL 

PO Box 53, South Shore, 

Blackpool FY4 1FS 

LEEDS 

PO Box BR10, Bramley, Leeds. LS13 
BRADFORD 

PO Box 565, Bradford BD10 0YZ 
DEWSBURY 

PO Box 32, Dewsbury WF12 0YU 
HULL 

PO Box 953, Hull HU3 1YJ 

TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 25, Sunderland SR3 1YZ 
EDINBURGH 

PO Box 719, Edinburgh EH4 2SR 
MIDLOTHIAN 

PO Box 14, Dalkeith EH22 5DL 
WEST LOTHIAN 

PO Box 50, Livingston EH54 8JJ 
TAYSIDE 

PO Box 210, Dundee DD1 9EP 
DUMBARTON 

c/o PO Box 85, Glasgow G51 2DS 
GLASGOW 

PO Box 85, Glasgow G51 2DS 
JERSEY 

c/o BM Box 4238, London WC1N 3XX 


